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This pamphlet is not a history of the Hungarian War, dot even, except incidentally, a 
defense of the motives anil character of the Patriots and Heroes of that war- The great mass 
of the American people are well satisfied that the contest between Hungary and the House 
of Hapaburg, was a contest for Freedom and Devocratic Institutions, against Despot- 
ism, UsuttPATiON anil Perfidt. That there a.ro any among ua who entertain different 
Bentiments, is owing altogether to the labors of the North American Review, and the New 
York Courier and Enquirer, the editors of which, Messrs. Bowen and W ebb, from motives 
that I need not discuss, have seen fit to oppose themselves to the general opinion, not of this 
country only, but of the civilised world. Their attacks upon the Hungarians have been widely 
and zealously circulated — Mr. Bowen's articles, I am told, having been distributed as a pam- 
phlet distinct from the Review in which they appeared. The calumnies thus propagated 
have found their way even into the Senate of the United States, and have there been urged in 
debate, in opposition to Ihe Resolution of Welcome to Kossuth. 

Messrs, Bowen and Webb rely for support of their tlieoriea on quotations from a number 
of books and documents of more or less authority, from which they have culled auch passages 
as would servo their purpose, and hive paraded them as conclusive evidence against the 
Hungarians. The best reply to this line of argument, in my judgment, is a critical examina- 
tion of these "authorities," and an exposure of.the mode in which the quotations from them 
have been made. This is what I have attempted to do,— with what success the reader can 
determine for himself. 

1 have likewise devoted considerable space to the consideration of Mr. Bowen's grossly un- 
fair reply to Mrs. Putnam, who, in the Christian Examiner, had criticised his articles on Hun- 
gary with eminent ability, and with a degree of knwledge on the subject to which no 
otiier American can pretend. It will be seen that on every point which he haa endeavored 
to make against her, I have shown that she is right and he wrong, by the very testimony to 
which he himself appeals. 

I have endeavored, in conclusion, to give briefiy a plain and accurate statement of the case 
between Austria and Hungary, and of the true causes and objects of the Hungarian Revolu- 
tion. To those who desire full and reliable information on these subjeota, however, I recom- 
mend a book recently published at Philadelphia, " Hungary and Kossuth," by Rev. Dr. Teift, 
of Cincinnati. 

A considerable portion of the following essay appeared last winter in the Boston Atlas, but aa 
the controversy to which it relates is now more fully than ever before the public, it is not 
inopportune to republish what was then written. 

CaoAriflge Mass., Dec. 24, 1851. 

RC. 
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Tub attack upon the Hungarians was begun in 
this country by Mr. Francis Bowcn, with an 
wticle, entitled— "The War of Races,"— in 
the North American Jie view, for January, 1850, 
which embraced, he declared in a preliminary 
letter to the Boston Daily Advertiser, the re- 
sults of a good deal of "labor and research." 
Pressed to it, by way of text, was the title of 
an able and impurtiu! worlc oil Hungary, by a 
French writer, M. Degeraiido, who had long 
resided in that country, and was probably bet- 
' ter acquainted with its real condition than any 
foreigner who had yet written about it. Mr. 
Bowen stated, in the beginning of his article, 
that " we depend for information chiefly on M. 
Degerando's book, and on a series of excellent 
articles contributed by E. de Langsdorff andH. 
Desprez to the Rei^ue des Deux Moiides." [War 
of Racest p. 79-] These are the only authori- 
ties to whom he rcfora, with tho exception of a 
document published in the New Yorlc Tribune, 
an incorrect translation of the Hungarian 
Declaration of Independence. 

Mr. Boweu's use of the best of these authori- 
ties, M, Degerando, is fully and correctly stated 
in the following passEige from Mra. Putnam's 
First Article in the Christian Examiner, Nov., 
I860, p. 423 ; 

" The work of Degeriindo, which the North 
American Reviewer selects as the theme of his 
article, was published in liJ4S, before the com- 
mencement of the war, and gives no intelligence 
from Hungary later than the summer of 1S47. 
1(cannat,thcreforesup^ly information in regard 
to the war or its immediate causes. It con- 
tains, however, full and accurate accounts of 
the politi^linstitutions of the country, and of 
the ehacacter and condition of the various 
classes of tho population. Wo regret that the 



Reviewer has not availed himself of Ihe infor- 
tion thus afforded. We cannot, indeed, but 
express our surprise at tho treatment which a 
writer of the high standing of Degerando, has 
received at the hands of the editor of the 
North American Review. After placing the 
title of this work at the head of his arUole, 
and citing the name of the author among his 
authorities, he does not again refer to it. 'iliere 
is not a statement of fact or opinion in the 
article which can be attributed to M. Deger- 
ando ; and tho greater part of it is in direct 
contradiction to the statements of that author. 
Yet, though the work of M. Degerando is pro- 
fessedly under review, the writer of ' The War 
of Races' gives no intimation that any such 
contrariety of opinion exists between himself 
and his supposed authority ; he passes no 
judgment upon the work ; he cites none of the 

them. The charges against the Hungarians con- 
tained in that article, went forth to the world, 
therefore, with the sanction of the. respected 
name of Degerando. Three months afterwards, 
in another article, written to support the asser- 
tion made in the former one, tho Reviewer, for 
the tirst time, alludes to his dissent from the 
opinions of Degerando; the only notice of the 
work which is supposed to make the subject of 
'The War of Races,' is to be found in a tuite. 
to the article on -The Politics ofEurope.' " 

It appears, then, that Mr. Bowen's " labor 
and research " were confined to a few articles 
in a popular French magazine, the Rfcue des 
Beax Mondai, from which, also, he admits, he 
derived almost tho whole of his " information." 
Tho HeEUB has long been notorions for its anti- 
republican tendencies, and the authors uf its 
itrtieles on Hungary, MM. de Langsdorff and 
Despres, are royalists, apologists for Austria, 
and admirers of Haynau and Metternich. The 
use which Mr. Bowen has made of their articles, 
and the extent to which he is indebted to them 
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for « information," arc so extraordinary, and 
have ao decisive a bearing upon his character ax 
a historian and a man of letters, aa to render it 
advisable to enter at some length into an exposi- 
tion of his obligations to them. 

In "The War of Kaoes," [pp. 106, 7, 8.] there 
is an elaborate account of a distinguished Hun- 
garian Magnate, Count Sii^chfinyl, which in 
point of style and of information, is perhaps 
the beat and most striking passage of the article. 
If original with Mr. Bowen, it would have de- 
served the credit it has received as the result of 
•onsidcrable research. It is in fact, however, 
entirely translated, without the slightost ac- 
Jtnowledgment, 'from an article by M. dc Langs- 
dorff in Ihe Rei'uc del Deux Maiiiles tor Decem- 



ber, 1S48. Yet Mr. Bowen prints it as alto- 
gether hia own production. He doea not give 
the least intimation that he is indebted in its 
composition to any one, but offers it as the 
result of his own researches upon Hungarian 
history. The sketch of SzSchcnyi in the Jtenue 
fill a space equal to fifteen or twenty pages of 
the North American. Mr. Bowen's Iranalation, 
in three pages, is of course abridged in pacts.but 
it is chiefly by omissions which did not suit his 
purpose, because they were ftivorable to the 
Hungarians. 

I have made B literal translation of some por- 
tions of De Langsdorlfs article, that the reader 
may compate it with the corresponding passages 
of Mr. Bowen's ; 



" The Danube had been, as it were, forgotten 
and neglected by the Hungarians. Repelled 
by the diffioulties which its navigation present- 
ed at two or three points, they had confined 
their use of it to sending down-stream some 
bateaux de troTUport, and large rafta, which were 
to be broken up when they arrived at their des- 
tination. Szfechenyi comprehended, as he says 
in one of his works, thiit hero was a magnificent 
gift of Providence, which man had left unuoed. 
He built at Pesth a boat of a light and stout 
form, and descended with some intrepid boat- 
men, the rapids and shoals hitherto regarded as 
impracticable. There was universal enthusiasm 
in Hungary when it was known that these new 
Argonauts had happily passed the redoubtable 
Iron Gates, the last cataracts of Orschowa. 
Patriotic subscriptions were organized every- 
where in order tobeginthenecessary works and 
to found a navigation company ; skilful en- 
gineers soon removed the principal obstacles, and 
within a year after the adventurous expedition 
of Sz&ch^nyi, a line of steamboats was in full 
activity upon the upper and lower Danube, 
from Eatisbon to Vienna, and from Vienna to 
Constantinople. « • • The Austrian Gov- 
emraent assisted in this movement, and con- 
tributed to the enterprise considerable funds. 
Prince Metternioh figured among the first 
Btoekholdera, though he jested sometimes upon 
the pretensions of the Hungarians 'who thought 
they had invented the Danube," The name ol 
Sieeh^nyi was already famous; no o no knew, 
however, the extent and variety of his mind. 
At this period many of hiscountrymcnregarded 
him only as an engineer, mote skilful than 
those who had preceded him, but his political 
genius soon showed itself with that superiority 
which imposes upon the multitude the ehie& 
whom they think they choose themselves. A 
■erics of publications upon all the subjects 
which theh occupied men's minds, established 
tie political reputation of Sz^chcnyi, and dccid- 



" His first onterpriae, commenced twenty years 
ice, was an attempt to improve the navigation 
the Danube, a work of immense importance, 
we have shown, to the prosperity of the coun- 
try. The obstructions in the river were ao great, 
that only large rafts and some baltaux were sent 
down-stream, to be broken up when they had 
once arrived at the Black Sea. Szechenyi built 
at his own expense a light and stout boat, in 
which he descended the river himself, and as- 
certained that the rocks and rapids were not so 
formidable as had been supposed. He then or- 
ganized a company for removing the greatest 
obstacles from the bed of the stream, and plac- 
ing a line of steamboats upon it. The under- 
taking had complete success, and within one 
year the boats were plying regularly from Jlat- 
isbon to Vienna, and from Vienna to Constanti- 
nople. The enterprise excited great enthusiasm 
in Hungary) the Austrian government favored 
it, and contributed largely for its execution. 
Metternich himself was pleased, and became 
one of the first stockholders, though he laughed 
at the boasting of the Magyars respecting it, 
' who thought they had invented the Danube.' 
This work made Szechenyi very popular; but 
as yet his countrymen regarded him only as an 
able engineer. He soon showed himself, how- 
ever, a politician and publicist of the highest 
rank, by a number of pamphlets published in 
quick succession, advocating with great elo- 
quence and ability some important changes in 
the Constitution of the slate and the relations 
between the peasants and the nobility. These 
pamphlets were the first productions of impor- 
tance written not in Latin or German, but in 
the Magyar tongue. • • • The brilliant 
reputation which Szeehonyi acquired was earned 
as much by his temperance and his regard for 
justice and the tights of all, as by the boldness 
of the changes that he proposed. ' I wish,' he 
remarked, ■ to awaken my countrymen so that 
they may walk, and not that they may throw 
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od the rest of his life. These pamphlets were 
■wriWen, not in Latin or German, but in tho 
Magyar tongue. It was the first time that works 
of such importance had been published in that 
idiom. » • « • • Szfich^nyi's populari- 
ty and glory were unequalled ; he was in truth 
the first citiiien of his country, as this title he 
merited aa much by his respect for justice and 
tho righta of all, as by the boldness of his plans 
of reform. Ho had roused his country without 
overturning it, and sncli had always been his 
ambition. 'I wish to awaken my countrymen,' 
said he to a foreigner, ■ so that they may walk, 
and not that they may throw themselves out of 
the window." His name was in every mouth. 
The counties Tied with each other in fending 
him patriotic addresses and diplomas of citizen- 
ship, which gave him the right of voting in 
their local assemblies; when he arrived in any 
village, tho peasants with musie at their head, 
went out to meet him. all wishing to, see and 
hear him, and calling him tlioir father and their 
liberator. The Diet of Transylvania did homage 
to the eloquent publicist by sending him a 
gold pen, several feet in length ; his name 
was given to the first steamboat that furrowed 
the Danube ; the national academy, the circle 
of the nobility, and the institute of the Hunga- 
rian language, at the same time elected him 
their president. In every drawing room at 
Peath, strangers might sec an engraving repre- 
aenting 8zechcnji, in a sort of apotheosis, amidst 
luminous clouds ; beneath, Hungary coming out 
of chaos, and the Danube, covered by vessels 
of all nations, rolling majestically its placid 
waters adown the levelled rapids ofOrsohowa." 
—ReVHB del Deite Mondes, Tome 24, pp. 6S5, 684, 



themselves out of the window.' His popularity 
became immense. His name was in every 
mouth, and the counties vied with each other 
in seiidin" him addresses of congratulation and 
liphts of citizenship. When he arrived in any 
village, the peasants went out to meet him 
with music, and called him their father ard 
literator. Tho Diet of Transylvania sent him 
an entire gold pen. several feet in length, and 
the national academy, the circle of the nobility 
and the institute of the Hungarian language, 
at the same time elected him their President. 
His name was given to thefir^t steamboat which 
glided down the River Danube ; and in every 
drawing room at Posth, the stranger might sea 
an engraving in which Szechtnyi appeared in a 
sort of apotheosis surrounded by luminous 
clouds, while beneath. Hungary was represented 
as coming out of chaos, and the Danube, cover- 
eil by vessels of all rations, flowed on majesti- 
cally, not fretted by rocks or rapids, towards 
the sea." — NoHli Xmsncan Eeviea, Jaittiary, 
1350, pp. lOG-7-8. 



Compare, also, the following pi 



which I have selected on account of their brevity ; 



"The boau-idoal of this government, was 
not the ancient diets, where 80,000 nobles i 
sembled on horseback on the plain of Rakos, 1 



deliberate upon peace i 
gcther the formidable cry, 
which no scrutiny of the voti 
Eevue, Tome 24, p. 675. 



■To Arms 1" aftei 



am, indeed, has a historical mean- 
in s a bread light on the ancient 
of the diet, which consisted of 
80,000 mounted ncbles, assembled on the plain 
ofRakos to determine on war or peace, and 
nttering rll together the formidable cry, ' To 
Arms !'— after which no acrutany of the vote 
was needed." — N. A. Revieic, p. 105. 



"The Hungarian constitution seems to have 
been made entirely for the profit of this class, 
or rather this class is the constitution itself 
Ihe Hungarian noble is, and calls himself a 
member of the crown of Hungary ; meirtirum 
socroiOTraiiiEjheispartofthesovereignty. • " * 
If we wish for a parallel we must recall tho 
government of Ancient Poland, and the deflni- 
tion of J. J. Rousseau : ' ITiore the nobles are 
everything, tho burghers nothing, and the 
pearants less than notJing.' " — lievue, T. 24, p. 
678. 1* 



" The ancient constitution of Hungary was 
made, as wo have seen, solely for the benefit of 
this class i in their fcvor, for the protection 
of their order, tho Golden Dull of Andreas II. 
had been issued. Hitherto every one of their 
number had called himself a member of the 
crown of Hungary ; he was a pnrt of tho sov- 
ereignty. Their idea of the constitution corres- 
ponded perfectly to Rousseau's deflnition of the 
government of Poland, 'where thejiobles are 
everything, the burghers nothing, and the peas- 
' ants less than nothing.' "—N.A. Renievi,p. 109. 



), Google 



THE 



From thelMt instance, it wUl lie Bccn that Mc. 

Bowen IB indebted to Bo Langsdocff for even 
his quotation from Rousseau '. 

I am sorry to say that these are not isolated 
cases. Mr. Bowen's " War of Races " is nearly 
sixty pagea long. Pout or five of these pages 
consist of acknowledged qaotatio.is, but the 
remainder is put forth es entirely oE Mr. Bow- 
en's own composition — as the result of his own 
" great labor and research." It hes been So 
accepted by the readers of the North J: msrican 
Keview, and Mr. Bowen has received consid- 
erable credit for it, having, it ia said, been ap- 
pointed to the Professorship of History in Har- 
vard TTniversity on account of the hiatorical 
merit of that article. Nevertheless, I affirm 
that, of the sixty pages of that article, at least 
fifty are taken directly from the Remie dea Deux 
Moiidea, either by literal translation, or by a 
process of abridgment which any person who 
understands French, and can write tolerable 
English, could perform nearly as well aa Mr. 
Bowen has performed it. And no acknowledg- 
ment whatever has been made for this, though, 
indeed, no amount of acknowledgment would 
be sufficient to justify the passing off such a 
translation aa an original historical essay. Mr. 
Bowen'a admission, that he " depends for in- 
formation " chiefly on M. Degerando's book, 
and on t^e articles of LangsdorfE and Desprez, 
does not meet the case at all. It is not merely 
" information '' that Mt. Bowen has derived 
from the Jtevue ; he has taken from it his narra- 
tive, by literal translation, or by an easy abridg- 
ment ; he has taken from it nine-tenths of hia 
facts; he has taken from it his rhetoric, the very 
omamenta of his style ; in short, all that in any 
kind of composition ought to be particularly 
the writer's own. If I may bo speak, he has not 
studied and digested these French essayists, 
and re-produced their substance in a form of 
his own growth, but he haa torn them hmb 
from limb, and with the mangled fragments 
has put together a distorted and disjointed figure, 
which he has arrayed ia the garments and 
jewels of his victims. 

I say distorted and disjointed, fnr Mr. Bowen 
has not only plundered Messrs. Do Langgdorff 
and Desprea, but he has perverted them 
most outrageous manner. They are royalista 
and apologists for Austria and for Klettemich ; 
but, though ill-informed and prejudiced, they 
are not destitute of honor and a sense of jue 
— they did not begin to write with the intention 
of deliberately slandering a whole nation. They 
admit a great deal In favor of the Hun; 



They allow much credit to the nobility for ef- 
fecting reforms and yielding up their privileges ; 

id though they describe with severity the con- 
dition of Hungary in former timea, they mention, 
without reluctance the immense improvcmenta 
of the last few yeara But Mr Bowen, in trans- 
lating from them, svs ema ally omits aU that 
they say in favor of he Hu gar a s and converts 
all their unfavorable onje u es perhapsoa," 
possibles nto do r^ht dogmatic 
t. He Eupprc ses all hat they say in 
praise of the Hungarian leaders, and exaggerates 
ill that they say against them. I will give two 
nstanccs of this perversion, out of dozens which 
I could cite. In the " War of Races," [p. 110,] 
Mr. Bowen gives a short and sneering account of 
Kossuth. The sneers, of course, are Mr. Bowen's 
hut the rest is translated from the /iecue, 
[Tome 24, p. 2H6,] from an article of Do Langg- 
dorff, who in the very paragraph from which 
Mr. Bowen translates his " information, " says of 
Kossuth, that he 13 " o democrat of the neio reooia- 
loal, whnieiUseektoget Hi of the nobtlUij 
jchen he shall hare got rid of Austria," and that 
he " has not feared to overthrow the whole po- 
litical and social atate of his country, to realise 
dreams of wuii>iiraal cjualiti/, more chimerical in 
Hungary than any where else." Mr. Bowen 
quits De Langadorff when he comes to this pas- 
sage,>skips it, and goea on translating from the 
rest of the paragraphjloaving thegap tobemied 
up by the following rare specimen of his own 
original composition ; 

"In fact, Kossuth's party, ever since it was 
organized, has been endeavoring to effect a com- 
plete separation of Hungary from Austria, the 
pressmalion of feudal privileges, and the dominiati 
of the Magyar race, being more important in their 
eyes than the promotion of the commercial and 
other material inlercsts of the country, and tho 
intellectual cultivation of its people !" 

Again, [" War of Kaces," p. 89,] a passage is 
quoted, in which Dc Langsdorff says : 

"I shall never forget the impression I received 
when on the bridge which crosses the Danube at 
Pesth, Isaw every peasant, every poor cultivator 
of the ground, rudely stopped and compelled to 
pay toll both for himseu and for the meagre 
horses harnessed to his cart. The tolls are heavy, 
amounting to a considerable sum for these poor 
people ; while the Magyar gentlemen, mounted 
on line horses, or seated in elegant carriages, 
passed and repassed without payment. ■ • 
• ■ This exemption, it is true, was hut a 
small affair, and tyranny has other practices that 
are far more odious : but from that time I was no 
more astonished by the inequalities and, anom- 
alies which 1 witnessed during the rest of my 
journey j I had foreseen them all on the bridge 
at Pesth." 



,v Google 



THE HUNGARIAN CONTROVERSV, 



With these laal words Mr. Bo wen concluded 
his quotation. And why > Because M. de 
Langsdorif went 

" The feeling which I experienced, others 
Bhaied with me. In 1S38, the diet decreed that 
thenobleB should be subjected to toll on the su 
pension bridge which was about to be construe 
ed at Pesth. This was the «rst breach made 
the privileges of the nobility ; and it leos by the 
nobility that it waa made. There, where I felt 
only a sterile emotion, generous cituens, sacri- 
ficing their interest without hesitation, found the 
opportunity to rcpairn longinjustice. Sincelhat 
lime the Uungarian noblei have tnal/ied reaolaietij 
in thai path: »' " (Sey who for twenty yean have 
been iabnroig to fie the chaine ofthsir avigeda ; it ia 
they mho in a aolemn day, /laiie leil/ed to break them 
forecer." — Rs-cue des Dnux iIondcs,A<i^. \," ~ 

The»e perversions wffl give some idea of the 
spirit in which Mr. Bowen wrote his article, and 
of the manner in which he perverted his " au- 
thorities" into a seeming support of his charges 
against the Hungarians. And I must beg the 
reader not to suppose that[thesc are rarei 
ee, which I have carefully detached ft 
body of the article. On the contrary, such 
perversions constitute the very essence of the 
" War of Races,'* and peiTade it throughout, to 
an extent that is scarcely to be imagined by 
who has not gone into a careful analysis of it, 
and compared it paragraph by paragraph, and 
line by line, with the documents on which it 
professes to he based. In the Christian ESam- 
iner, Mrs. Putnam has, in her peculiarly guarded 
and temperate manner, very justly described its 
character. She says, [p. 438] ; 

" We are reluctantly compelled to aHirm that 
there is no portion of the article on the "War of 
Races," on which the reader can safely rely. 



We do ni 



. exaggera 






those persons who have j _ 

thehistory of Hungary, and who h 



! believe that all 



„ ,, „,.,e read the 

article in the North American, •» '" 
when we say, that there is hardly 
this article in which an error is not either ex- 
pressed or implied ; inroanyportionsofit,error 
IS BO interwoven with error, that the baffled 
critic turns from the task of refutation as from 
the entrance to an inextricable labyrinth. We 
are disposed to believe that the absence of 
any formal and labored confutation of the arti- 
cle on the '■ War of Races*'— to which absence 
the author appeals as a proof of its invulnerabil- 
ity—may be attributed to the Herculean labor 
which the task of c«pecting all the erjors con- 
tained in this hiatorHSil essay seemed to involve, 
andthegreat length to which such a confutation 
must be estended, if the task were thoroughly 
oxcented. These errors pervade every part of 
the article, and are almost as numerous in that 
portion which relates to those periods of Hunga- 
rian history which are most familiar to the 
general reader, as in those whose investigation 
requires a certain degree of research.*' 



In conarmation of this opinion, I will quote 
that of another person, very competent to judge 
of such a question. Count Gurowski, a man of 
great learning and ability, who has held a high 
official position in Russia, and who is intimately 
acquainted with the aifairs of Eastern Europe, 
and who, moreover, is neither a Magyar, nor a 
partisan of the Magyars, but on the contrary is 
a Slavonian, and has been a prominent leader of 
the Panslavistic movement, which is moat hos- 
tile to the Magyars, said, in February, 1850, in 
a review of the •• War of Races :"— 

" It is a thick and dark forest of errors in his- 
torical or rather unhistorical quotations, as welt 
as in reasoning. Almost every line requires 
rectification. Almost all motives assigned to 
the actions of individuals, as well as t« the mass 
of the people in Vienna, in Hungary, and in the 
Solavonian countries, are put m a false light, 
and denote by the quoted French authorities 
perfect ignorance or perfect bad faith. As most 
of the facts are misrepresented or shown in the 
falsest possible light, BO almost all the deductions 
are at least erroneous; and it cannot be other- 
wise, as a disfigured fact very naturally produces 
the most false conclusions ; and the number 
of these is infinite, so as to render Iheir rectifi- 
cation impossible." 

This ia certjunly strona language ; but it has 
peculiar weight from the foot that Count Gu- 
rowski used it in the most friendly spirit towards 
Mr. Bowen, whom, at the time, he regarded as 
the unconscious victim of the misrepresentations 
of the writers in the Recue riei Deux Monies. 

The " War of Races '■ was followed by a sec- 
ond article on the same subject in the North 
American Review for April, 1850, the tone of 
which was, if possible, still more unfiivorable to 
the Hungarians, while the mode in which it was 
put together was not a whit more 'creditable to 
the literary honesty of Mr. Bowen. One or two 
)f this peculiar mode will be sufficient. 
In attempting to throw discredit on the govem- 

mt of Kossuth, a work entitled " Louis Kos- 
suth and the Recent History of Hungary," by 
Arthur Frey, is referred to as an authority which 
" will not be disputed by the sympathLjers with 
Ifosauth and his party." Mr. Bowen admits 
that ho has not seen this book, but says that ho 
borrows some extracts from it, from the London 
Atkenieum. The first and most important of 
these extracts then follows, [N. A. R., April, 
1850, p. 499,] introduced by " Mr. Frey says." 
Now, in reality, Mr. Frey says no such thing. 
The passage which Mr. Bowen endeavors to 
palm oB' as Frey's, is a portion of the editorial 

the Athen^um, and of no more authority Chan 
of any other anonymous English 
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newspaper writer! Seo London JiAeiifcunt, Aug. 
29, 1849, p. 866. 

Repeatedly, in tliis second article, Mr. Bowcn 
adduces as a proof that the Hungnriaii movement 
■was not at all republican, the fact that in the 
Manifesto -which is Bometimos called the Dec- 
laration of Independence, the word Republic 
does not occur. The force of this objection will 
be felt, wlien it is remembered that in, the Amer- 
ican Dechiration of Independence the saniE 
omission occurs, the words republic or rcpuMican 
not being mentioned or alluded to. A fact 
whieli Mr. Bowen, at that time Professor of Bis- 
tort/ in Harvard Unicersity, does not seem to 
have been aware of— or i£ ho were, thought fit 
to overlook it in his zeal to find fault with the 
Hungarian. Declaration. 



These srtiolesof Mr. Bowen wore severely 
and ably criticised by various Journals of Boston 
and New York, But the first elaborate reply to 
them was mado in tho Christian £:camiiicr, for 
Nov., ISSO, [continued March, 1851,] by Marj- 
Lowell Putnam, of Kosbttry, Masaachuaolls. 
Mrs. Putnam is a daugUcr of the Rev. Dr. 
Irf>well, and a sister to the poet, James Russell 
Lowell, Her extraordinary attainments iu lan- 
guages and general literature had long oommand- 
cd the respect and admiration of a wide circle 
of friends and aeq^uaintonces, though from her 
modest indifference to notoiiety, her reput 
Lad hitterto scarcely reached tho public c 
Of tho extent of those attainrr.cnts some ides 
may be forniod from the fact that Mrs. Putnam 
has m«de herself acquainted, and in most cases 
well acquainted, with Greek, Latin and Hebrew, 
with French, Spanish, Portageso, Italian, Ger- 
man, Swcdisk/Daniah, Hungarian, I' olisli and 
Russian, with Turkish anil Sanscrit, and, I be- 
lieve, with several other European and Asiatic 
languages, whichlem not able to designate with 
oceuracy. And creditable as is ^o acq^ui 
of this mass of knowledge, tho droumatanccs 
under which it has been effected render it still 
mora meritoriouit ; for boades the impediments 
to literary labor of a largo household and a fam- 
ily of children, aU tho duties incident to which 
have been perforlacd with csemplary fidelity, 
Mrs. Putnam has labored under the disadvantage 
of weak cyesiglit, so that for years sbe did not 
open a book, but was forced, in tKe study of sev- 
eral languages, to rely wholly on the aid of read- 



and 
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understand a word of what they were assisting 
her to acquire. The obstacles of this Icind whicli, 
^rgy and perseverance have surmounted, 
Lidoed full as great as those with which 
the historians, Augustin Thierry and Proscott, 
have had to contend, and her triumph over them 
deserves the same applause that has been so 
justly bestowed on theirs. 

Mrs. Putnam's knowledge of tho languages I 
have enumerated is not limited to the grammar 
and dictionary. She has made herself feimiliar, 
many cases; with the literature and history of 
e nations by whom they are spoken ; and of 
the result i>f her researches she has given some 
specimens, in a series of contributions to the 
North American Review and the Christian Es- 
sr, written withavigorofstylo and thought 
editable to her intellect, as the matters they 
of are to her learning and industry. To 
the literature and history of Hungary and Po- 
land she has of late years given special attention, 
,d her studies in this direction have been facil- 
itated by an actiuaintance with eminent schol- 
ars of those countries resident among us, and by 
the possession of a very fine collection of books 
in nearly all the lanjuages of Evirbpc. 

With these qualilications for the task, Jlrs. 
Putnam accepted the challenge wtich Mr Bowcn* 
in the North American r..cviow, had offered to 
the public oil the subject of his articles on Hun- 
gary, She replied tu him in iiie most thor- 
ough manner, in the Christian Examiner, and 
demonstrated to the satisfaction of cverylwdy 
who has read her reply, that he had pretended 
to knowledge on the siibjcct which ho did not 
possess, aud that he had greatly misrepresented 
tho Hungarians and their cause. By a skilful 
analysis of his first article, she proved that it 
was based altogether on the licviie dcs Deux 
Moiidss, and that even that Benae, hostile as it 
is to the Hungarians and to Freedom, afforded 
no true ground for the monstrous accusations 
and misrepresentations of the " War of Races." 
She showed that the respectable and reliable 
authority, Degerando, tho title of whose work 
he had placed at the head of his article, was not 
used at all in its preparation, so that really 
" there is not a statcmontbf fact or opinion in 
the article which can be attributed to M, Deger- 
ando ; and tho greater part of it is in direct 
contradiction to tho statements of that author." 
She showed also, that Mr, Bowen's articles eon- 
tained contradictory statements on points roato- 
rially affecting bis ai^ument, and that he had 
himself mentioned facts, the admission of which 
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comiilctely overthrew tlie conclusions he was 
laboring to establish. She pointed out tho 
cause of these inconsistencies, so singular in an 
Biticlo drawn entirely from one shallow source, 
■which cause was, that Mr. Bowcn's zeal against 
the Hungarians had outrun even that of the 
French writers from whose partisan essays he 
drew his materials, so that his aiiti-Hungarian 
theories v/cre much more extreme thftii theirs, 
and were so far from being supported, that they 
■were actually contradicted by some of the facts 
■which they had furnished and he had quoted. 
She proved, in fine, in themostconelusirc man- 
ner, that Mr. Bowen's articles were inaccurate, 
illogical and unjust, to such a degree that it 
might literally be said of them, " that there is 
hardly a sentence in which an error is not either 
expressed or implied." 

This was proved, too, not by Magyar testimo- 
ny, as Mr. Bowen sneeringly asserted in a sub- 
sequent rejoinder.but by the authorities to which 
he had himself referred, and whom he had 
espressly endorsed as respectable and trustwor- 
thy. It may be remarked also, that this over- 
whelming refutation of Mr. Bowen's mistakes 
and fiillacies was performed without one word 
of personality or harshness, with a rigid attention 
to all the punctilios of decorous controversy, 
and in a style which for moderation, dignity and 
power, formed a striking contrast to that of the 
articles on which she was commenting. Her 
reply was not less remarkable far power of rea- 
soning and strictness of logic, than for profound 
and varied learning. 



Mr, Bowen attempted to reply to Mrs. Putnam, 
and to some of his newspaper critics, by two Let- 
ters in the Boston Daily Advertiser. The first 
of these letters consists chiefly of a sketch of 
himself and his position, intermixed with de- 
nunciation of those who have criticised him in 
the public journals. It exhibits a sensitiveness 
to criticism not to have been looked for in the 
editor of a critical review, whose profession for 
years has been to expose and castigate the htcr- 
ary misdjmoanors of others, and who has not 
been remarkable for the forbearance or good 
nature with ■which he has exercised that pro- 
fession. 

A few specimens will suffice to show the style 
and temper of this first letter. The Boston 



Transcript and the New York Tribune are spoken 
of as not respectable papers ; and Mr. George 
Eipley, of the Tribune, is described as "a former 
Ciejyymon of B/Dton, who long ago abandoned his 
profeishn and his faith, to wander in the tcilda of 
injldet socialism." Mr. Bowen says of himself, 
that against him " a grand crusade of the Coal- 
ized Democratic and Freesoil parties has been 
invoked, that they might obtain poaaession of the 
government of the State, for the ezpreas purpose of 
depriving hint of an honorable appointment, exeln- 
ti'Beli/ literanj and edacaiional in its character, 
which he held, and theriAy of despoiling him and hia 
family of their daily bread "—a StaiemBTit which 
affords an entirely original if not very satisfactory 
solution of the political revolution in Massachu- 
setts, and affords also a tolerably fair notion of 
Mr. Bowen's peculiar mode of viewing contem- 
porary history. 

His second Letter is devoted exclusively to 
Mrs. Putnam's article in the Christian Examiner. 
He says that he has read that article '* with as- 
tonishment and profound regret. It is not merely 
written in a sneering and oifcnsive tone through- 
out, but its apparent object is not so much to 
defend the Hungarians, as to damage the char- 
acter of the Reviewer, by insinuating, and even 
openly declaring, that his object ■B'as to under- 
take the defence of Austria." Mr. Bowen makes 
no attempt to substantiate by quotations this 
unjust description of the tone and object of Mrs, 
Putnam's article, but proceeds, by way of retort, 
to assort that she " admits more for Austria — 
claims more for Austria than I have ever admit- 
ted or claimed." He says that she " even praises 
the Austrian poUcy," and has a better right 
than he to be called " an apologist for Austria.' 
To prove this he quotes two expressions from 
JIjs. Putnam's article, pages 448-49, which may 
reasonably be presumed to bo the strongest he 
could find. ITiey are these : ■' The Austrian 
Government ia not more than any other, entirely 
independent of Public opinion." "Among the 
reforms propoaed by the liberal parly in Hungary, 
there xcere doubtless some which leers vieWBd mith 
leas disfavor than others by the Aiulrian govern- 
ment, and ichich, under certain conditions, it might 
not be indisposed to promote." 

Mr. Bowen must have held in slight estima- 
tion the intelligence of his readers in the Daily 
Advertiser, or must have relied strongly upon 
the haste with which newspaper articles are com- 
monly read, when be ventured to quote the above 
sentences, PS involving " praises of Austrian 
policy," and proving that their ■«ritcr is evei; 
more than himself iin " apologist for Austria. 
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He must have known thai it might with, truth 
be eiiid of tkc goverment of Rome, unatT Noro 
or Cohgula, or of the goyummenta of Daliomcy 
or Morocco, under their worst tyrants, that 
" they wore not, any moro than any other, en- 
tirely independent oEpnblic opinion." Nogov- 
cmraent has yet existed among men entirely 
independent of public opinion. As for the sec- 
ond aentcnoe, it is difficult to disoovor in it any 
" praises of Austrian policy," capeeially when 
the force of the qnalifying phrase, "under cer- 
tain conditions," is considered. There is prob- 
ably no goyemmcnt so corrupt, or so adverae to 
improvement, that it might not be disposed to 
promote some reforms under ccrtfun conditions, 
particularly if those conditions were manifestly 
to its own advantage. 

It is clear, then, that Mr. Kowcn'a charge 
against Mrs. Putnam, that she praises the Aus- 
trian policy, and is an apologist for Austria, is 
not at all justified by the quotations which he 
brings to support it. This would have boon 
Htill more evident, had not Mr, Bowen, with 
his usual unfaimess, omitted to gine the ickoh of 
ihe passages Jrom icMck he made hU qaatations. 
In the Erst instance which he cites, Mrs. Put- 
nam, BO far from defending the Austrian gov- 
ernment, was actually exposing the fallacious 
nature of Mr. Bowen's defence of it. He had 
said, In the North American Review for Janu- 
ary, 1850, page 108 :—" It is much to the credit 
of the Austrian government, that although 
Szechtnyi was the leader of the constitutional 
opposition in the diet, it adopted nearly all hia 
projects of reform, and submitted thotn under 
the form, of royal propositions to be discussed 
in both houses," Upon this Mrs, Putnam re- 
marked : — " The Reviewer founds his opinion, 
of the disposition of tiie Austiian government 
in regard to reforrr, upon the nature of the 
royal propositions offered to the diet. This ar- 
gument is wholly fallacious. The Aiialriaa gov- 
ernment ij not more than any other, eatirchj inde- 
pendiitt of pubUe opinion ; and in Hungary espe- 
cially, it has always been forced, in appearance 
nt least, to pay a certain regard to the wishes of 
the nation. By affecting to take the initiative 
in reform, by offering to the consideration of 
the diet some of the questions which occupied 
of the nation, the Austrian govorn- 
efTected a douhlo purpose ; it allayed 
the excitement of the nation by apparent con- 
cession, and secured for itself, with the ignorant 
and short-sighted, the credit of proposing meas- 

twding and thwarting by every expedient." 
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In the second instance, Mrs. Putnam's lan- 
guage was this ; — " Among the reforms proposed 
'ig the liberal party in Hungary, there tcere doubt- 
less same loAiiA awe viemed with less disfavor tAan 
others by the Austrian gocemmeTtl, aitd Khieh, un- 
der certain conditioiiSt it might not be indisposed to 
promote. But under these conditions, they 
would he less serviceable than dangerous to 
Hungary. Thus, the contest in the diet often 
concerned, not simply the adoption (rfthe meas- 
ure proposed, but the conditions under which it 
should become law. For example, with regfu-d 
to the taxation of the nobles, Austria could 
have no objection to their taxing themselves at 
their pleasure, if the Austrian government waa 
to have the command of the revenues thus 
raised ; but the Hungnrian nobles, while they 
were ready to eontribnte money tir the service 
of their country, refused to do bo to strengthen 
the hands of its enemies, They insisted tliat if 
the nation subjected itsolf to taxation, the diftt 
of the nation should have a voice in the disposi- 
tion of the funds thus contributed." 

Itwillbe perceived from this, that Mr. Bowen 
detached from their proper connection the sen- 
tences which I have italicised, and held them 
up as proofs that Iilrs. Putnam had praised the 
Austrian policy and was an apologist for Austria, 
when it waa perfectly obvious that the whole 
tenor of her argument waa j ust the other way. 
What renders this attempt to misrepresent Mrs. 
Putnam still more inexcusable is, that Mr. 
Bowen, as if coniident that hia misquotations 
had demonstrated that Mi's. Putnam was guilty 
of gross injustico towards him, assumes a tone 
of injured innocence, and indignantly declares 
that "this is not a point of ordinary misrepre- 
sentation, or of wresting words from their 
proper meaning j it is a ipiestion of simple truth or 
falsehood." Mr. Eowen is right. It ia evidently 
a question of simple truth or falsehood, and it 
is equally evident that the falsehood docs not 
rest with Mrs. Putnam. 



Mr. Bowi 



oaay, "Of ci 



se.Ih 



mediately formed the opinion, which was only 
strengthened by perusal of the remainder of the 
article, that it was not written by the person 
whose initials it hears, and who waa unwarily 
lent the sanction of a highly respectable name 
to statements and language furnished by 
another." This gives us some insight into the 
process by which Mr, Bowon " forms his opin- 
ions. " He hod not the slightest reason for sup- 
posing that Mrs. Putnam did not write tho ar- 
ticle, lie know that she had furnished to his 
own Kcvievj several articles of equal learning 
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and sHllty j and he knew, moreover, that she 
was incapable of accepting tho credit of an ar- 
ticle which she did not write. IIo should have 
known, also, that in proceeding upon this in- 
jurious assumption, he was rendering himaelf 
liable to the imputation of being ready to insult 
Mrs. Putnam, without being ready to incur the 
responsibility of doing it in a direct manner. 

Ml. Bo wen next saj-s; "Tho hardihood or 
recklessness of assertion which I have cxpased 
in this instance, pervades the whole article. I 
should say that it had been prepared by one 
who had a profound knowledgoof the Magyar 
language, and a profound ignoranoB of history 
and every other subject." Tho " instance " to 
which Mr. Bowen refers in this insolent style, 
is that of "praising tho Austrian policy," in 
which, as I have already shown, tho "hardihood 
or recklessness at assertion." belongs to liim 

Succeeding this, is a string of sneers at Mrs. 
Putnam's knowledge of the Magyar tongue, 
and the consequent advantage it gives her in 
writing of Hungarian history. The logic of 
this portion of his letter, and indeed Mr. Bowcn's 
logic generally, may be judged of by a single 
passage. He says : " On the same principle 
we must declare that no one shall write about 
tho history of America who has net a thorough 
knowledge of Choctaw." In thus comparing 
the Magyar to the Choctaw — the language of a 
great and cultivated people, with the dialect of 
afcw thousand savages— Mr. Bowcn must have 
known that he was making a comparison which 
was no comparison at all. A linoivledgc of the 
Magyar is obviously of the highest value in 
writing of tho recent history of Hungary ; a 
knowledge of Choctaw is not needed for tlie 
history of America. The passage will serve to 
illustrate both Mr. Bowen's mode of reasoning, 
and the candor ii-ith which he has treated Mrs. 

It is not dilHonlt to point out the cause of the 
bitter aversion which Mr. Bowen entertains to- 
wards-the Magyar language, and tho indigna- 
tioA which he has repeatedly expressed in the 
North American Review, as well as in tho Daily 
Advertiser, at Mrs. Putnam's prosumpti 
making herself acquainted with it. In his first 
article, the " War of Races," he laid great 
on a passage in the Hungarian Declaration of 
independence, in which something was said 
about ' " the ancient and received principles 
which have been recognized for ages," which 
according to Mr. Bowen'a interpretation, meant 
" acknowledging the absolute supremacy of the 
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Magyar race In the country which they con- 
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The main portion of Mr. Bowen's Letter is 
devoted to tho consideration of eiffhl points in 
the former history of Hungary, concerning 
which, as Mis. Putnam proved, he had shown 
himself to be incorrectly informed ; which points 
he himself chaiacterizes as among the " com- 
mon and notorious facts of history," Her ob- 
ject in exposing his ignorance in these particu- 
lars, was to show, that as ho was grossly mis- 
taken about well known and long settled points 
of Hungarian history, he was not likely to be 
accurate with regard to comparatively obscure 
and confused passages. That portion of tho 
letter in the Daily Advertiser which contained 
tho discussion of these Eight Points, appeared 
subsequently in the North American Kcvicw 
for January, 1851, pp. 241-2-3-4-5. 

The Jirsl of these points Mr. Bowcn states 
and defends as follows : 

"The Examiner sneers at me for representing 
Ferdinand I. as claiming to be rightful sov- 
ereign of Hungary, in quality apparently of de- 
scendant from his wife, after I had admitted 
that the Hungarian crown at this period was 
elective. Dr. Kobcrteon says that he did claim 
the crown, and that ' this cfeim was founded on 
a double title ; the one derived from the anciont 
pretensions of the house of Austria to both 
kingdoms ;■ ihn other from the right of hia wife, 
the Bidy aisier of the deceased monarch ;' and in 
tho very next sentence ho admi^ that the 
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eromn ■was elective. Archdeacon Coxo asserts 
the same tact, in almost exactly the same lan- 
guage. The Eiaminer'H aneer, theccfore, is di- 
rected against these two histfltians. " 

This is all that Mr. Bowen saya on the auh- 
ject, and leaves the uninformed reader to sup- 
pose that the matter is settled by the reference 
to Cojte and Robertson, and that Mrs. Putnam 
stands opposed to two respectable historians. 
Kow let us see what the passage was on which 
Mrs. Putnam was commenting. It may bo 
found on page 97 of the North American Re- 
view foe January, 1850. Speaking of the Hun- 
garians, it sajB. "Ferdinand I. of Austria, hod 
become their rightful sovereign after the death 
of the unhappy Louis 11,, whose sisler he had 
mari-ferf, and tehose right was of course transmitled 
lo her descendants." The apparent meaning of 
this is, as Mrs. Putnam justly remarked, that 
Ferdinand became rightful King of Hungary, in 
quality of descendant from his wife ; whicii in- 
volved not only an ahsurdity in expression, but 
in point of fact, for he became King by election, 
and not by right of his wife, who had no right 
at all to the throne, for, as Mr. Bo'/kh had him- 
self expressly stated on (he samt page, the female 
line had at that time no claun whatever to the 
Hungarian crown, nor indeed for nearly two 
hundred years afterwards. Mr. Bowen, how- 
ever, quotes llr. Robertson, and refers to Arch- 
deacon Coxe, to prove that Ferdinand did claim 
the crown. Mis. Putnam did not deny his 
claim, but denied Mr. Bowen's assertion that on 
the strength of that claim he became rightful 
King of Hungary. The truth of the matter, 
and the nature of Mr. Bowen's mode of making 
quotations and references, will be understood 
by the following passages from his own author- 
ities. The first is from Robertson's Charles V., 
Harper's edition, page 219 : 

" As Lewis was the last male of tha royal 
family of Jagellon, the Archduke Ferdinand 
claimed both hia crowns. This claim was found- 
ed on a double title ; the one derived from the 
ancient pretensions of the house of Austria to 
both kingdoms; the other from the right of his 
wife, the sister of the deceased monarch. The 
feudal institutions, however, subsisted both in 
Hungary and Bohemia in such v^or, and the 
nobles possessed such extensive power, that the 
troans locre still electiJte, ajid Ferdinand's rights, 
if they had not been poieerfuUy supported, Koxtld 
have met utilh liltle regard." 

Various considerations, none of which had 
reference to the claim of his wife, " at length 
secured Ferdinand the throne." Dr. Bobettson 
aays, " though a considerable patty voted for 
the vayvode of Transylvania." It ia evident 



from this passage, of which Mi: Bowen gvoled 
onl;/ a portion, that Eobcrtson, so far from sua - 
taining the statement in the North American 
Review, really controverts it. 

The case may be briefly stated thus. Mr. 
Bowen asserted that Ferdinand I, became right- 
ful King of Hungary in right of hia wife, who 
was sister to King Louis II. Mrs. Putnam re- 
marked that Mr. Bowen had himself admitted 
that the Hungarian crown at that period was 
elective, and consequently Ferdinand could not 
have become rightful King by right of his wife, 
who, of course, had no hereditary right to an 
elective crown, and who, besides, was excluded 
by a law which rendered females ineligible to 
the sovereignty of Hungary. Mr. Bowen re- 
phcs, that Robertson and Coxe support his as- 
sertion, and by a garbled extract from Robert- 
son shows that, accorrling to that historian, 
Ferdinand claimed the crown in right of his 
wife— as if claiming the crown were the same 
thing as receiving it, or being rightfully entitled 
to it. In the very passage which Mr. Bowen 
partially and unfairly quotes, Robertson ex- 
pressly states that the crown was eketire, and 
that Ferdinand was chosen king for other con- 
siderations than hig marriage with the sister of 

But Mr. Bowen refers to Archbishop Coxc, 
the historian of the House of Austria, in proof 
that his assertion was correct. Here is the 
passage to which ho refers :— Hist, of House of 
Austria, Bohn's ed., vol. i., p. 496. 

"Louis being the last male of his family, 
Ferdinand claimed both crowns under a double 
title; the one derived from family compacts, 
which secured the reversion to the House of 
Austria in failure of male issue to the reigning 
family-}- and the other in r^ht of his wife, 
Anne, the only sister of tho deceased monarch. 
Bnt the natives of Hungary and Bohemia Kere too 
much attached to their right of election to respect 
these compacts, or ece» to achtoioleilge his claims a* 
husband of the princess ; and Ferdinand pmdciitli/ 
tcaising his preleasione, offered himself as a candi- 
date, according to the tartal mode of election." 

H ere we have it distinctly stated that tho na- 
tives of Hungary not only refused to acknowl- 
edge the Austrian's claims in right of his wife, 
but that Ferdinand teaincd his pretensions, and 
" offered himself as a candidate, according to 
the usual mode of election." Mr, Bowen ven- 
tured to quote a detached portion of Robert- 
son's statement of this matter, but he prudentiy 
contents himself with referring to Coie, with- 
out quoting him. I n-il! also remark here, as a 
very significant fact, that in none of these s"o- 
taiions or references does Mr. Boaen mention the 
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page or volume, thus rendering it impossible 
his readers to follow and yerify his authoriti 
except by a laborious scarcli tlirough perhaps 
several vuluminoua works. The 
unusual omission is apparent enough to those 
who hove taken the trouble to hunt up the 
sages to which he appeals, or which he pretends 

Having shown by the very authorities 
which he himsElf referred, that Mr. Bowcn 
wrong in the Jirat point, which he contested 
with Mrs. Putnaoj, let us consider the second. 
He states it thus : — [North Ameriaan Jieoiew, 
p. 242.] 

W had asserted tliat ' after the memorabli 

h Maria Theresa, this right [of the 

H f Hapshurg to reign in Hungary] was 

t d d according to the tenns of the Prag- 
m ba ctionto the female line.' The E:c- 
ami bjeots, that ' if this r^ht had not been 
d d to the female line in the lifetime of 
Ch 1 HI., father of Maria Theresa, the me- 
n bl cene could never have taken place." 
1 h g nee here displayed is almost incredible. 
Ch 1 the Third lived scren or eight centuries 
b f M rja Theresa was born. Ctarlea the 
bix h t he is called by all historians cjccept 
the Magyars) who was her father, had indeed 
persuaded the Hungarians nominally to accept 
the Pragmatic Sanction, some twenty years be- 
fore the scene, just as most Sovereigns of 
Europe had done, who hroke their pledge im- 
mediately after thedcath of Charles, justaa the 
llungariana were expected to break theirs. Of 
course the female line was actually established 
on the throne only by the success of the ciueen's 
appeal to the Hungarian Di t 

lu Mr. Bowen'a own language it might bi 
ssiA that the diainge lua a ess here displayed 
is almost incredible He pretends to believe 
that Mrs. Putnam had (onfounded Chirlcs the 
Sixth of Germany who lived in the 18th 
turj, with Charles the Third, who 1 vtd in the 
9th century. Now he knew very well that Mrs. 
Putnam meanl Charles the Sixth of Germany, 
though she preferred, very properly, to use Ms 
Hungarian title in writing of Hungarian history. 
The proof that he knew this, is contained in the 
sentence which he has put between brackets — 
" Charles the Sixth, (as he U called by all hiaio- 
riaiis, except the Magyars)," which shows that 
Mr. Bowen was aware that the Magyars did not 
call him Charles the Sixth, and that Mrs. 
Putnam in styling him Charles the Third, was 
using his Hungarian title. Consequently ho 
knew that his rude charge of " almost incredi- 
ble ignorance " was without foundation, and 
was a gratuitous insult t« Mrs. Putnam. 

In transferring this passage from the Boston 
Daily Advertiser to the North American 
Beviow, Mr. Bowen added the following 
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note [N. A. Hoy. Jan. 1851, 'p. 243] which 
establishes beyond question his unfairness in 
this matter : 

"The overweening national pride of the Mag- 
yars appears even ludicrous, when manifested 
through their obstinate determination not to 
recognize their sovereigns except under the ap- 
pellation by which they were known in the 
annals of Hungary, though they were univer- 
sally known by a different title throughout civ- 
ilized Europe. Grave complaints were made 
by Magyar writers, and even by the Maygar 
Diet, because their late sovereign would style 
himself Perdinand I., while they persisted in 
calling hint Ferdinand V. What common 
reader w^ould recognize the Second James of 
England under Ills Scotch title of James VII i" 

I have copied the whole note. It will be 
seen that Mr. Bowen distinctly avows his 
knowledge that the Hungarian sovereigns were 
known by a different title in the annals of 
Hungary from that which they bore in the an- 
nals of Germany, and therefore, though he 
may think what ho pleases of the propriety of 
using the Hungarian title, he is fully aware 
that its use does not display " almost incredi- 
ble ignorance" and consequently his charge of 
such ignorance against Mrs. Putnam, and his 
pretended belief that she confounded Charles 
in. of Hungary with Charles III. of Germany, 
only be characterized as e spiteful and un- 
truthful fling at that lady. 
Mr. Bowen'a intense hatred of the Ilunga- 
ms, and his "obstinate doterminatioQ " to 
misrepresent them, is strikingly manifested by 
ibing to " overweening national pride, 
which appears even ludicrous," their pcrsist- 
calling their sovereigns by a national 
title, instead of a foreign one. It may be that 
Mr. Bowen does not know, but certainly every 
who has read history to any considerable 
at, knows that all nations situated as the 
Hungarians have been, have acted like them in 
this respect. They would have been false to 
iB it they had not. Charles I. of Spain 
beoamo, by election, Charles V. of Germany, and 
by the latter title he was, and still ia universally 
known throughout civilized Europe. Yet the 
Spanish nation persisted and persist in styling 
him Charles I., when speaking of their own his- 
tory. And in Scotland, previous to the legisla- 
11 with England, the Scottish nation 
continued to speak of their sovereigns by the 
lational, instead of the English title. In the 
Scottish Parliament and in all public documents 
James I. and James II. of England were always 
mtioned as James YI. and James VII. It waa 
nark of indemmdence and nationality, which 
was guarded with just anxiety. Mt. Bowen'a 
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inquiry, " what common teadot would recog- 
nize tlie second James of England under kis 
Scotch title of James VII. ! " ia worded with 
that ambiguity upon which he frequently relies 
to cover up hi '11 ' II does not state 
under what eirc me" d tiona he sup- 

poses James to b n d If he were to 

write on a bla k h p r the words 

"James the Sec d J m he Seventh," 

certainly, no r d mm i 

could tell who v a. n ] 

the history of S dm 

tioned, it would b a y i 
who did not re J m 

while if the monarch in question were mention- 
ed simply as James II., the second James of 
Scotland, who li^ed two hundred years before 
him, would be understood. 

Mr. Bowen's reference to the Hungarian Diet 
and to Ferdinand I. or V., is founded altogether 
upon a passage in Paget's Hungary and Tran- 
sjlvaiiia, a work which Mr. Bowen justly char- 
acterizes as " excellent and impartial," and 
feom which he quotes largely in the course of 
his articles. I copy the passage, because it eon- 
tuns a clear statement of tlie case, and because 
it will serve to illustrate Mr. Bowen'a mode of 
dealing with the "authorities" to whom he ao 
conBdently refers : 

" The bill now brought up from the Deputies, 
and to which the degree of importance attached 
by all parties, appeared ridiculous to a stranger, 
had reference to the appellation of the new 
king. Bud was to settle whether he should be 
addressed as Ferdinand the First or Ferdinand 
the Filtii. The matter, howecer, v/at not to tinini- 
pOTtatit oj it may appear; the fact is, he ii Em- 
peror Ferdinand the First of Austria, and King 
Ferdinand the Fifth of Hungary ; and vitlesi 
Hungary had ceased to be an independent country, 
which th£ greatest courtier would not dare to insin- 
uate, there could be no question as to Ma proper 
title. The Magnates, however, thought other- 
'wise ; it wm understood that the Court desired 
that the style of Ferdinand the First should be 
used, and the Magnates were too anxious to 
please, not to desire the same thing. The Dep- 
■uties had now, for the fourth time, sent up this 
same bill, insisting on the title of Ferdinand 
the Fifth ; and foe the fourth time the Magnates 
were now about to reject it. Two or three short 
speeches were made in T>atin, the Palatine 
seemed to sum up the evidence iu the same 
language, and the qnestion was declared decid- 
ed. As we afterwards heard, it was in vun Ihe 
Court parly euhauatcd their breath and servility 
infavor of what they supposed the Court would 
wish. At the moment when the Magnates were 
as firm as rocks on the wrong side, the Court 
took the wise course of showing its contempt 
for such supporters by sending down a procli 
mation — 'We, Ferdinand the Fifth, by tli 
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grace of God, King of Uungary,' kc.—adoptinff 
of its own aecord v>liat it kneio to be riglit, and 
perceived to be the general wish, leaving the 
odium of having opposed it to its blind aatcl- 
litea.— [i-ijiitf, ch. vi. vol 1, pp. 175, G, 7, Am. 
edition.} 

From this passage Mr. Bowen has manufac- 
tured liis sneering remark, that — " Grave com- 
plaints wore made by Magyar writers, and even 
by the Magyar Diet, because their late sovereign 
inould style himself Ferdinand I., whOo they 
persisted in calling him Ferdinand V." 

In support of his assertion, that "after the 

emorable scene with Maria Theresa, tho 
right of the House of Hapsburg to reign in 
Hungary was extended, according to the terms 
of the Pragmatic sanction, to the female line" — 
Mr. Bowen says :— [North American Seview, p. 
243.] 

Archdeacon Coxe, who ia followed by Pro- 
fessor Smyth, when speaking of the preparation, 
for the scene in 1741, says 'the grey-headed 
politicians of the Court of Vienna in vain urged 
that th.e Hungarians, who, trhen Charles the 
Sixth proposed the Pragmatic Sanction, had de- 
clared that they were accustomed to be governed hg 
men. and would not consent lo a female succession, 
would seize this opportunity of withdrawing 
from the Austrian domination. But Maria 
Theresa formed a different judgment and her 
opinion was justified by the event.' " 

Mr. Bowen prudently omits to indicate in 
what part of Cose's extensive work this passage 
is to he found. It occurs on page 269 of vol. S 
of Bohn's edition, not far from the middle of 
chapter 101. It really has nothing whatever to 
do with the question. The fact is, according to 
Coxe himself, that Maria Theresa made no ap- 



peal whatever to the Hungarii 
subject of her right to th h 
to the throne had been so mi 
the Hungarian Diet, ncarl w 
The Hungarian nation a q 
cognition ; it made no opp 

the contrary as 



. Diet 



. the 









ived from her b ts h 

demonstrations al d aif 

tion." And yet Mr. Bo q fr m As 

very next page of Coxe, to prove that " of course 
the female line was actually established on the 
throne only by the success of die queen's appeal 
to the feelings of the Hungarian Diet!" Ho 
might as well have said that Mr. Fillroore was 
actually established in the Presidency only by 
the good reception of his first message to Con- 
gress. Maria Theresa's appeal was for military 
aid— for men and money. She had been treach- 
erously attacked by nearly all the neighboring 
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rations, inclining, among others, France, Prus- 
bLi, Bavoritt, and Saxony; hoc dominions were 
invaded on aU sides by powerful armies, and in 
this "wholly desperate" condition, as Coxe 
Baya, "Vienna menaced with an instant siege, 
abandoned by all her allies, without treasure, 
■without an efficient army, without eblc minis- 
tecs," she threw herself on the generosity of 
the Hungarian Diet, not Ibr confirmation of her 
right to the throne, for that they had aheady 
confiiined, but for means to carry on the war. 
The Hungarians nobly responded. They voted 
large supplies of men and money ; they rose in 
arms with enthusiasm, thirty thousand volun- 
teers marched to the relief of Vienna, and Aus- 
tria was rescued from imminent destruction. 
The passage from Coxe which Mr, Bowen quot- 
ed ao confidently, was a rhetorical flourish 
about the doubts which "tlio grey-headed pol- 
iticians of the Court of Vienna" had entertained 
as to the success of her appeal — and nothing 
more. Professor Smyth, as Mr. Bowen ac- 
knowledges, follows Archdeacon Coxe in his 
account of the matter ; and that account is in 
both of them, wholly against the 
■which Mr. Bowen refers to them as 
and fully justifies Mrs. Putnam's i 
that 



The third point which Mr. Bowen 
with Mrs. Putnam, he states in this m; 
[North American Itevieio, p 243.] 

"The Esaminer, in referring 
of ours, says that ' the confirmation of the union 
with Austria, or to speak more accurately, the 
confirmation of the IIousc of Hapaburg, on the 
Hungarian throne, by the act of the Diet of 
1687,' ciiuld not have contributed to the release 
of Hungarj- from the Turks in 1683. Of course 
it could not ; but according to Coxe and all 
other historians (except the Magyars) the union 
with Austria was in fact conflimed as early as 
1567." 

Mr. Bowen does not here, as in ot/ier parts 
of his rejoinder, quote the passage from the 
North American on ■which Mrs. Putnam was 
commenting, but merely alludes to it as "a 
statement of mine." I do not know why in this 
instance ho departed from his usual practice, 
but I know that if he had quoted his own 
words, it would have been evident to his read- 
ers that Mrs. Putnam's criticism was perfectly 
just. lie said — North American Review, Jan., 
1350, page 97 — that '■ Hungary made choice, so 
long as her monarchy remained elective, of the 
Bmperor of Austria to be her king, and finally, 
in a Diet held at Presburg, in 1687, acknowl- 
tdged the hereditary right of tho sama family 
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to reign in both countries." This acknowledg- 
ment was, of course, the confirmation of tho 
House of Hapsburg on the Hungarian throne. 
Yet Mr. Bowen, after thus fixing the date of 
the "union with Austria" in 1687, in the North 
American Review for Jan., 18S0, says in his 
letter to the Daily Advertiser and in the North 
American for January, 1851, "according to 
Coxe and all other historians, it was confirmed, 
as early as 1567." To support his new theory, 
Mr. Bowen quotes three or four linos from 
Coxe — voL 2, p. 49 — about John Sigismond, 
stating that Sigismond "engaged not to as- 
sume the title of King of Hungary, except in 
his correspondence with the Turks, and to ac- 
knowledge the Emperor as king, his superior 
and master," — which has nothing whatever to 
do with the matter. Coxe really confirms Mr, 
■ one in the North 



:n by reference 
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r the Turks in 

1, Leopold 



Bowen'a first s 

American, Jan. 1S50, as may be i 
to vol. 2, pages 450, 1, 3, chap. * 
after narrating the victoric 
1G87, he says : 

" In the midst of thesi 
completed his long meditated design of r 
ing the croicn hereditary. • « « ■ Notwith- 
standing the wretched state ofHungary, andthe 
humiliation of every foreign power from whom 
the natives could expect assistance, they adhered 
with singular pertinacity to tho mischievous, 
though darling privilege of electing their 
monarch; they employed every subterfuge, and 
offered every expedient, to save a right which 
they considered as the paliadium of their liber- 
ties. When all the threats, bribes, or eoncea- 
sions of Leopold could not extort their consent 
to renderthe succession hereditary in thefcraalc 
line, he prudently yielded to their prejudices. 
The states agreed to the coronation of Joseph 
as an hereditary aoeereign, and confirmed the aac- 
cesaion in the males, both of the German and 
Spanish branches ; but still reserved to the 
nation the right of election on the " ' 
the male line." 

This was in 1087, when, and not 
House of Hapsburg was admitted t 
possession of the Hungarian throne 
therefore, from Mr. Bowen's owi 
and from that of Archdeacon Coxe 



n 1367, tho 
I hereditary 
It follows 
authority, 
to whom he 
and Mrs. Putnnm 



refers, that he was wrong 
right in the third point. 

Mr. Bowen states the fuuHh point thus :— 
{N.A. R.,p. 244.) 

"The Examiner goes on to affirm that 'the 
Turks were list driven out ofHungary in 1C83 ; 
neither leere they drioen out b<j tfobieski, though 
the reviewer eeeras so welt satisfied of this liiet.' 
We had tolerably good reasons to be satisfied of 
it, if Coxe, and every other English, French, 
and Gorman historian, who have written the 
history ot this period, are lo be trusted." 
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I do not andetstand what could have induced 
Mr. Bowen so conSdently to assert that his stote- 
mont is supported by all German historians, 
when he had before him, on the very page of the 
Christian Examiner from which he was quot- 
ing, Mrs. Putnam's reference to three German 
histories, in proof that his statement was in- 
corrett. Nor do I understand how, if he ex- 
amined all the G erman historians of that period, 
as his remark would imply, he could haye over- 
looked that passage in so accessible a work as 
M r Hi t f G rm 1 2 p 405, 

E g h ra m is 

tatd, cebkhd to 

P d C ea L rrai L is 

B d ardnghu- 

mg Men ig ry OS 
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h G m h an do 
not support Mr. Uowen's assertion, tliat Sobieski 
expelled the Turks from Hungary. Neither 
do all the English historians, as I shall now 
proceed to ahow from that very work of Arch- 
deacon Coxe, to which Mr. liowen so frequent- 
ly refers. It is true that Mr. Boiven quotes a 
passage from Cose, which, to a careless reader, 
might seem to prove the contrary, though no 
person who had. read the boot, or had it before 
him, could possibly be misled by it. This 
passage states that, after Sobieski had defeated 
the Turks at Vienna and at Parkan " (Ao Tark- 
iah army, continuing their fiighi to Belgraile, oftaJi- 
doiied nungary." — Hist. House of Aus., vol. 2, 
p. 419. This refers merely to that particular 
Turkish army which Sobieski had routed, and 
which ho pursued only to Gran, the nearest 
Turkish fortress in Hungary, in the capture of 
which he participated with Charles of Lorraine, 
the Germaji commander. Tho reason why the 
Turkish army retired to Belgrade was, not thst 
they were pursued thither, but that the Grand 
Signior himself was there awaiting their return 
— a fact which Mr. Bowen's favorite authority. 
Cose, does not mention, but which may bo 
found on p. 276, vol. 2, of Knolles' History of 
the Turks, continued by Sir Paul Rycaut 
abridged by Mr. Savage, London, 1701, or ii 
Kycaut's own ponderous folio. A few dayi 
after the fall of Gran, which took [ilaco ir 
October, Sobieski set out for Poland, and oi 



the 2ith of Becemher, or about two months 
afterwards, he and his army were in winter 
quarters at Cracow, having in the meantime 
performed a toilsome march of two hundred 
miles, across the snows of the Carpathian moun- 
tains. See Fletcher's Hist, of Poland, Am. ed., 
p. 111. Sobieskineverretumcd to Hungary. 

Gran is more than 20O miles from Belgrade, 
and the Turks continued to hold the intervening 
country, as they had held it for a century and 
a half, having pashaws in the principal cities and 
garrisons in all the fortresses. They were ex- 
pelled from it gradually, in the course of two 
long and bloody wars, the last of which termin- 
ated in 1718, with the treaty of Passarowita, hy 
which tho Turks relinquished their last posses- 
sions in Hungary. The proof of this from Coie 
is, that on the same page from which Mr. Bowen 
toot tho above quotation, mention is made of 
the Turkish bashaw of Great Waradin, an im- 
portant Hungarian city, at a period considerably 
subsequent to Sobicski's departure ; and on 
the next page, it is stated that "the surrender 
of Cassan again threw tho principal parts of 
northern Hungary into the power of the emper- 
or;" and tho capture of Bnda is recorded, the 
ancient Hungarian capital, which the Turks 
had held for 157 years. Buda is only 26 miles 
from Gran, and was not taken till 168G, three 
years after Sobieski's departure. Still further, 
on page 458, v. 2, Coxc states that hy the treaty 
of Carlowitz, the date of which was 1G99, Aus- 
tria regained '■ all Hungary north of the 
Marosch, and west of the Teiss ;" which still 
left a considerable province in possession of the 
Turks. The recovery of this province, which is 
known as tho Bannat, is stated by Coxe, vol. 3, 
p. 403, to have taken place in 1718. This proof 
frora Mr. Bowen's favorite authority will, Isnp- 
pose, be sufficient to establish the truth of my 
remark, that alt English historians do not sup- 
port hia statement. But if more evidence be 
needed, I offer that of the Encyclopedia Amer- 
icana, which was mostly taken from the Ger- 
man, and was edited by a German scholar 
whose knowledge of history will not be ques- 
tioned, and who may reasonably be supposed to 
bo well informed upon that of Austria. In the 
article on Hungary, vol. 6, pages 475-6, it is 
stated, that eivil commotions " delayed the ex- 
pulsion of the Turks, in which Leopold I. finally 
succeeded so far that he retook Buda, 1686, and, 
by the peace of Corlowitz, 1693, recovered tho 
rest of Hungary, except the Bannat." " 'I'he 
Congress of Passarowitz, 1718, restored the Ban- 
nat to Hungary." 
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It is evident, therefore, that Mr. Bowen was 
mistaken in asserting that the Turks were 
driven out of Hungary in 1683 by Sobieski, 
and that " Coxe, and every other English, 
French, and Gorman historian, who have writ- 
ten ihe history of this period " Bnpported his 
assertion ; and Mrs. Putnam's criticism was of 



Mr. Bowen states his ji/fA point thus -.—[Worth 
American Reviem, p. 214.] 

" We had said that ' in the final struggle, the 
noted 'I'ekeli and his partisans fought with the 
Turks against ftohieslii ;' for proof of which, 
see (,'oxe and all other liistorian* (except Ihe 
Majiyars) paasiat. The Examiner tfenw to deny 
this, by asserting that "Sobiuski was already 
dead at the time of the final struggle,' which it 
fixes ill 1710; while on the authority given, 
above, we placed it in 1633.'' 

It will be seen th M B d 

//(/( points are ess h 

Putnam did not me d n d ea h 

a candid reader, eve m d n h T k li 

fought with the Tu k g S b k hh 

merely intended to d 18 m ^ B n 

assertion that Sob k nd U h 

the JiiiaC ilruffgle ; h d h nt 

not withont justific h h 

final struggle took p vih n h m h d 
been dead twenty years, and he la cr mo 
than ten ; which renders it mp ob bio tha 
either of them foaght in it n n n 

Mr. Bowen's reference to "Co e and a o he 
historians." To prevent ma e n n 
may he as -well to remark that Mr Pu n m 
gives 17ie as the date of the fina u^^ , be 
cause the last great battle was fought in that 
year ; Ihe treaty by which the Turks abandoned 
Hungary being dated two years later. 

Mr. Bowen, it will be noticed, repeats his as- 
sertion that the expulsion of the Turks from 
Hungary took place in 1633. Mrs. Putnam 
maintained, Ch. Ex. page 431, that he was mis- 
taken, and that it took place in 1718. I have 
brought sufficient proof thE.c Mrs. Putnam was 
light. Mr, Bowen, however, in defending his 
Jf/lh point, in his Letter to the Boston Daily 
Advertiser, quoted a passage from McCalloch's 
Universal Gazetteer, (Vol. i. p. 1 H5) where it is 
baid, (speaking of the Hungarian nobles) " so 
great was their antipathy ta the Austrian yoke, 
that in 1G33 they rose, with Tekeli nt their head, 
and called upon the Turks to relieve thnm from 
servitude. Austria, however, auocoeded by the 
help ol John Sobieski and Prince Eugene, in ex- 
pelling the Tarka from these countries, &c." This 



quotation apparently sustains Mr. Bowen's as- 
sertion that the date of the Turkish expulsion 
was 1683, and docs not sustain Mrs. Putnam's 
counter-assertion that it was 1718. I have 
copied the quotation exactly as it stands in Mr. 
Bowen's Letter. The reader will notice that it 
closes with a comma, after which Mr. Bowen 
puts, &c. Would any one have thought that 
the sentence which tollowed that comma, and 
wlii'h completed the pa-sago thus partially quo- 
ted by Mr Bowen, was this — "anil thty toere 
Aiiall^ suar^d to M by the irealtet of LarlomUi 
and PassarowiL. !b 171S 

The character of this transaction is eisilv un 
deratood Mr Bo«cn haa a controvera^ witho 
ftlrs Putnam about the date of an important 
eient in hntor> He ■itstcs one lear a." tha 
date, and "he stotcs another He hnds in Mo- 
Culloeh s Lni^crsal GTzetteer, or Geographical 
Dictionar} a passage in which both dates ara 
mcntiontd — the date for which Mr" Putnam 
contends being given as thit of the event in 
question, Mhile the other is introduced as the 
date of a totallj different event Mr Bowen 
quotes that portion of the piisa^e wluth con- 
tains the date for which he was contending, and 
stopping at a comma, suppresses the sentence 
which proves the truth of Mrs. Putnam's posi- 

Soon after the appearance of Mr. Bowen's 
Letter in the Daily Advertiser, I reviewed it in 
the Boston Atlas, and exposed in nearly the 
foregoing manner, the true nature of this quota- 
tion from McCulloch. Mr. Bowen saw this ex- 
posure of his peculiar mode of quoting authori- 
ties, and in copying his Reply from the Daily 
Advertiser into the North American Keview, 
he omits the mangled quotation which he had 
made from the iiist volume of McCulloch, and 
substitutes this passage from the second vol- 
ume— (speaking of Turkey under Solyman the 
Magnificent) ; 

" At this period the Turkish empire was un- 
questionably the most powerful in the world. 
Nor had thia mighty power oven then reached 
its greatest height. Solyman was succeeded by 
other able princes, and the Ottoman arms con- 
tinued to maintain their ascendency over those 
of Christendom until in 1683, tAt'fomoiu Juhn 
SobUski, King of Poland, totally defeated tlie army 
employed ta the siege of Vienna. This event 
marked ihe era of their decline." 

Mr. Bowen explains the substitution of the 
one pa-^s^e for the other by the following note ; 
—[IVorCh American Jleoieui, p. 2*5.] 

•• In a former publication of this paragraph, 
in a newspaper, in place of the senteniie here 
cited from ,McCu!loeh,7anothcr sentence, which 
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Ti-as quite irrelevant, was occidentfllly substi- 
tuted by a mistake of the uop jiat." 

This statement has, of course, all the weight 
ttat belongs to the ivord of a man who has oe- 
Qupied the respectable post of Profcasor of His- 
tory iu llarvacd University. But it is bo ex- 
ceedingly unsatisfactory, that 1 am compelled 
to declare I cannot give it implicit belief. It 
does not aeem likely that a copyist would make 
such a mistake aa to substitute a passage from 
one volume, for a greatly different passage in 
another volume. Nor do I understand how such 
a mistake could escape correction. Mr. Bowen, 
it is said, read his letter to some of hia friends 
lin Cambridge before he sent it to the Advertiser. 
Why did be not then, detect the mistake i Why 
did he not detect it when reading the proof? 
Or did ho, a Professor of History in Harvard 
University, soud long historical articles to the 
press, without examination or revieal, and that, 
too, concerning matters in which liis intelli- 
gence and accuracy had been publicly impeach- 
ed ? And why did he let the mistake go uncor- 
rected for a month, when a note of a doEen lines, 
to the editor of the Advertiser, would have rec- 
tified it, instead of waiting till hia unfair quota- 
tion had been exposed in the newspapers i 
"Why, too, did he pretend to refute Mrs, Put- 
nam by quoting against her the passage from 
the second volume of McCulloch, without mak- 
ing any reference to the passage in' the tirat vol- 
ume which was so decisive in her favor! He, 
of course, must have read both of thoso pas- 
sages, or he could not have pointed them out to 
his copyist. 

But the consideration which to my mind is 
most decisive against the probability of the al- 
leged mistake, is this : The question at issue 
between Mm and Mrs. Putnam twa aiout Teieli 
and the expulsion of the Turks from Huitganj. 
Now there is not a word about Tekeli or Hun- 
gary in the second quotation from McCulloch. 
It is altogether irrelevant, and merely says, 
what no one ever denied, that in 16S3 Sobieski 
defeated the Turks before Vienna ; whiel 
" event marked the era of their decline," Mc- 
Culloch says, meaning their apparent decline, for 
their real decline began with Lepanto. Sohies- 
ki'a victory, instead of being the " final strug- 
gle," was only the Brat blow in the expulsion of 
the Turks from Hungaiy. lliat expulsion was 
accomplished by Prince Eugene in 1713, when 
Sobieski had been dead moro than twenty years. 
But the first quotation, which Mr. Bowen says 
ia "quite irrelevant," and was "accidentally 
substituted by a mistake of the copyist," does 



ention Tekeli and does speak of the affairs ot 
nngary. It was, in fact, the most relevant to 
is purpose that could have been found, if, un- 
fortunately for Mr. Bowen, the last clause of 
the sentence, which he suppressed, had not 
pletely refuted the apparent moaning of the 
^ion which he copied. The question was 
when, and by whom, were the Turks expelled 
from Hungary. Mr. Bowen said, in 1683, by So- 
rieski. Kirs. Putnam, and all historians say in 
.718, by Prince Eugene. And now, to give the 
finishing stroke to Mr. Bowen's quotations from 
McCulloch, I will complete hia second extract 
&om that author, by adding its conclitsion. 

The Ottoman arms continued ta mainttin 
ir ascendency over those of Christendom un- 
. in 1683, the famous John Sobieski, King of 
Poland, totally defeated the army emploj-ed in 
the siege of Vienna. This event marked the 
I of their decline. For a tchile theg coatiiiued 
oppose the Austrians and Hungariana ioiih 
doubtful fortune and variotis success ; but the vie- 
tries of Prince Eugene gave a decisive superiority 
■ the Vhrittiane."—\y'>\. ii. p. 977-] 
Perhaps this was omitted " accidentally" — 
bya mistake of the copyist" I 
Mr. Bowen states his sixth point thus : — [N. 
.. R., p. 245.] 

Commenting on our assertion that the Turks 
held possession of nearly half of Hungary for a 
century and a half after Perdinand came to the 
throne, the Examiner says : ' this then was the 
protection which the Hungarians found from 
their ejiemies in the union with Austria ; ' and 
again, ' Austria neither protected the Hunga- 
rians from the Turks, nor suffered them effec- 
tually to protect themselves.' This is really 
too bad. During the whole period in question, 
the greatest part of the Magyars were not the 
enemies, but the active allies and friends of the 
Turks, against the Christian powers of Europe ; 
iheir leaders, John of Zapolya and his posterity, 
and Tekeli and others, could not have kept up 
the contest with Austria for amonth, except by 
the fdd of the intidels. 

This is not alair statement of Mrs. Putnam's 
position. Mr. Bowen in the North American 
Itcview [Jan. 1850, p. 97] had said, in order to 
demonstrate the value to Hungary of the Aus- 
trian connection, that since the battle of Mohaos, 
in 1526, the Hungarians " have found protec- 
tion from their enemies [the Turks] only by 
their union with Austria." He also stated, 
that for a century and a half after the battle of 
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point, I will cite the authority of M. Degeran 
one of the most uccuiato and intelligent of the 
■writers on Hungary, who, on page 9 of hia valu- 
able work de rEs^il Public en Hongrie, after re- 
marking that Austrian intrigues had divided and 
enfeebled the country from even the ti 
Hunniades, but that tho Turks could cffe 
thing against it under the Magyar Kings, 
says — 

"Even after the battle ofMohacs, Sultan Soly- 
jnan quitted Hungary without retaining posses- 
sion of a single village- Whenho again invaded 
Hungary the country was under the d< 
of the Austrian Ferdinand, so that it may, with 
strict truth, be aaid that the Turks who could 
not conquer Hungary from the Hungaria 
conquered it from tiie Austrians. If for a hi 
dred and fifty years the Pashaws encamped 
the soil of Hungary, it was owing to the policy 
of Austria." 

It will be seen that the statement of Degcr. 
ondo is identieal with that made by Mrs. Put- 
nojn, which Mr. Bowen affects to consider 
" really too bad." 

Mr. Bowen's s^eenik point. is stated in this 
way, N. A. E. p 246 :— 

"The Examiner objects to our calling both 
John Ilunniades and his son, the almost equally 
renowned Corvinus, kings of Hungary, by say- 



ing that the former was iwt a king, hut only 

' governor of Hungary.' lie was a king in fact, 
though not in name, just aa Charles Marte! and 
Pepin were really kings of France, though nomi- 
nlly only mayors of tho palace. Gibbon does 
.ot hesitate to speak of the rdgn of Hunniades, 
II the same sentence in which he alludes to ' the 
itular king, Ladislaus of Austria.' " 

Had Mr, Bowen quoted the whole of the paa- 
i^e in Gitibon, to which ho refers, it would 
have been apparent to his readers that Mrs. 
Putnam was tight in her criticism, for Gibbon 
explicitly says, not that Hunniades was king, but 
that he was supreme captain and governor of Ilvn- 
ganj. Tho passage is near the middle of the 
67th chapter of the Decline and Fall, and is so . 
short that I can scene good icasonforMt. Bow- 
.'s not quoting it. " During the absence and 
inority of Ladislaus of Austria the titular king, 
Hunniades was elected supreme captain and gov- 
of Hungary ; and if envy at first was silenc- 
ed by terror, a reign of twelve years supposes the 
artof policy as well as of war." This is very far 
from supporting Mr. Bowen's distinct assertion 
that Hunniades was Mng of Hungary — On the 
contrary, it refutes it. Gibbon evidently used 
the wold Tcign, in tliis place, aa a synonym of 
administration, without intending to convey the 
idea of royalty. Mr. Bowen's remark that Hun- 
niades was "akingin fact, thonghnot in name," 
is not to the purpose. It might be properly said 
that Hichclicu and Mazarin were kings of Frnnce, 
" in foot, though not in name ; " but the writer 
who, in treating of French history, should speak 
of "those renowned ijnjj, Armand de Eichclieu 
and Julius Mazatin,' ' would be commonly held 
to have made a ridiculous blunder. It may be 
remarked also, that in speaking of Corvinus as 
"almost equally renowned" with his father, 
Hunniades, Mr. Bowen betrays an ignorance of 
European history which could scarcely have 
been looked for in a person holding the profess- 
orship of history in Harvard University. King 
Matthias Corvinus was, in every respect, greater 
and more renowned than hia father. 

Mr. Bowen's eighth and last point is of little 
consequence. He states and defends it thus, IN. 
A. R. p. 246. 

" We once used the abbreviated expression 
'Emperor of Austria," instead of the more com- 
phrase, ' Emperor of the House of A ' ' 
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3 the latter ; for the sovereigns in question 
were emperors (of the Holy Roman Empire) 
an appellation which had become merely titular 
for more than a century before Francis resigned 
"it. so that they were usually designated by ad- 
ding the name of their hereditary dominions," 
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This is not an entirely 
the caae. In the North American Review, Jan. 
18o0, p- 97, Mr. Bowen aaaerted "that Hungary 
made choice, bo long as her monarchy remained 
elective, of the Emperor of Austria to be her 
king." Upon which. Mrs. Putnam remarked 
that ■• thei-e were ao Emperors of Austria during 
.the period that the Hungarian monarchy re- 
mained elective, nnr for more than a hundred 
years afterwards. This title did not exist until 
the present century. It was assumed in 180i, 
by Francis, in anticipation of the loss of tkat of 
Emperor of Germany, which he resigned in 
J8oa." Mrs. Putnam was, of course, correct, 
and Mr, Bowen's eiprcssion was inaccurate, 
though, I presume, the inaccuracy was owing to 
carcicasneaa, rather than to ignorance. Hut in 
his reply, Mr. Bowen falls into another inaceu. 
racy, in saying that the common phrase for the 
Bovereigns in q^ucstion, was " Emperor of the 
Houseof Austria," during the century that pre- 
ceded the resignation of Francis. They were 
commonly known as Emperors of Germany, 

I have now considered all the points in which 
Mr. Bowen attempts to reply to Mrs. Putnam, 
and I have shown, chiefly from his own author- 
ities and references, that in every case Mrs. 
Pntnani was right, and he wrong. I have also 
shown that he has misrepresented Mrs. Put- 
nam, and perverted her language, in order to 
tnake out that she "praised the Austrian pol- 
icy" — that ho has charged her with ''incredi- 
ble ignorance," when by the terms of his own 
statement, it is evident that he knew she was 
not ignorant — and that to convict her of injus- 
tice to h m he ha f d to authors as if they 
sustain d h m wh a h could not, by any de- 
gree of 1 n s ha fiiiledto see thatfhey 
really upp t d h and that, furthermore, 
he has n d q t t n to prove that she was 
wrong upp e n p t ns of those quotations 
which pro d th t h as right. 

Let me now ask the reader's attention to the 
fallowing passage from Mr. Bowen's Letter to 
the Daily Advertiser ; 

*' I have now considered all the specifications 
in the charge of blundering in my statements 
of hiitoric facts, and can safely leave the reader 
to form his own opinion of them. One of two 
conclusions must be truer — EUIkt the Exanti- 
ner is grossly igaoraat of the most notorious facta 
ilaled by the mat cnonivm historians, or it has de- 
liieratelg forged historical lialemetUs in order to 
' damaije my reputafioii, and depriee me of office, 
thinking that a bold and confident utterance of 
them might cause them lo pass as truths with 
the ignorant, the malicious, or the unwary; — 



a hope in which, bo far as the editors of the 
Times, the Transcript and the Tribune are con- 
cerned, it has not been d^eived. This is strong 
language, I confess ; cut in view of all the cir- 
cumstances attending this gross attack upon my 
character, subsistence, and even perstmnl safety, 
I leave it to the public to judge if it be not 
fully deserved." 

This, it will be observed, contains a direct 
charge against Mrs. Putnam, of having "delib- 
erately forged hiatocical statements" in order 
to damage Mr. Bowen's reputation, and deprive 
him of office,— the office of Professor of History 
in Har\-atd University. It is true, that Mr. 
Bowen makes this atrocious charge under cover 
of an alternative ; but it is equally true that 
that alternative has nothing whatever to do 
with the matter. Whether Mrs. Putnam be 
"grossly ignorant" or not grossly ignorant, 
could have no cH'eet on the deliberate forgery 
of histiirical statements with which he charges 
her, thinking, I suppose, that " a bold and con 
lidcnt utterance of the charge might cause it to 
pass as truth with the ignorant, the malicious, or 
the unwary." 

This, then, is the position in which Mr. 
Bowen has placed himseif with regard to Mrs. 
Putnam. He has utterly failed in attempting 
to refute her courteous exposure of his mistakes 
ill Hungarian hiatory, and in making the at- 
tempt, he has grossly misrepresented her mean- 
ing, perverted her language, and has made the 
most unfair quotations, to cover up his blunders 
and convict her of ignorance and injustice; and 
then, after all this, he turns round and indig- 
nantly charges her — a lady of disiinguished 
learning and ability, and of the highest social 
standing — with having deliberately forged his- 
torical statements, in order to damage his repu- 
tation, and deprive him of office ! 



As I have already stated, Mr. Powen has 
copied into the North American Keview for 
January, 1851, tho principal portion of hia 
Reply to Mrs. Putnam, which first appeared in 
the Boston Dally Advertiser. He has added 
nothing to his Eight Points except a note on. 
the persistence of the Magyars in styling their 
king Ferdinand Fifth Instead of First, and anoth- 
er note, esplaining the "mistake of the copy- 
ist" in the matter of tho quotations from Mc- 
CuUoch, both of which notes I have considered, 
above. In this last article, Mr. Bowen speaks 
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of his first one,— the "'War of Races" — as a 
" plain and inoffensive staWment of historical 
facts concerning a nation npon the eastern con- 
fines of Europe, with wliora our countrymen 
had had no political, commercial or literary re- 
lations whatever, and of whose history they 
might fairly be presumed to know as Utile as 
they did of the early annals of China." 

This passage, which is otherwise otno impor- 
tance, deserves notice as an illustration of the 
peculiar recklessness with which Mr. Bowen 
makes assertions, and of his disregard for accu- 
racy, even when inaccuracy can he of no service 
to bim. Hungary is not a country upon the 
eastern confines of Europe. It is exactly in 
the centre of Europe, with i 
west; and, in fact, approachi 
the western, than to the ea 
Europe. The statement that v 
litical, commercial or literary relations whatever 
■with Hungary," is intended, I presume, as an 
assertion that when Mr. Bowen wrote his first 
article, we had no accessible means of informa- 
tion about that country. But for several years 
we have had all the political relations with 
Hungary that any nation, except Austria, can 
have ; that is, we have maintained an embassy 
at the Court of the Hungarian King. Indeed, 
the political intercourse between our govern- 
ment and that of the Empire of whiuhHun- 
gary is the most important part, began at a very 
early stage of our national existence, s 
seen from Mr. Webster's Letter to tht: Chevalier 
Hulsomann. Out commercial relations 
Hungary, it is true, have been very slight, but 
as for our literary relations with that country, 
if by the term, Mr. Bowen intends means of in- 
formation, we had them in abundance long be- 
fore he began to write his articles. Bowring'a 
Poetry of the Magyars is a well known book, 
the works of Paget and of many other English 
travellers, could be found in our libraries, while 
every large geographical work contains an ao. 
count of Hungary, in some cases a very gooc 
one, like that of McCuUoch, which is as long as 
an ordinary article in the North American Re- 
■iview, and furnishes statements which com- 
pletely refute Mr. Bowen's conclusions. Nearly 
every English journal of note had published 
elaborate articles on the subject before his 
"War of Races" appeared, and that essay, 
as I have previously stated, was derived alto- 
gether from the most widely circulated of 
Prench periodicals, La Jfeuiie dea Deux Mondes. 
la fact, his assertion, that of the history of 
Hungary, onr countrymen "m^ht fairly be 
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presumed to know as little as they did of the 
irly annals of China," although it may be 
ue of Mr. Bowen himself, when he began to 
rite on the subject, is not true of those among 
J— and their number is not few— who have 
studied general history more than is needed for 
the getting-up of a review article ; nor is it con- 
:tb Mr. Bowen's own statements else- 
'or, in attempting to reply to Mrs. Put- 
nam's exposure of his blunders in Hungarian his- 
tory, he lays he shall '* confute them byreferen- 
such auth critics as are in the hands of every- 
body, — to pages with which a schoolboy may he 
supposed to bo familiar." These authorities he 
leratcs as Gibbon, Robertson, Coie, Pro- 
r Smyth and others. Othen, in Mr. Bow- 
peculiar style, simply means McCulloch, 
from whose Geographical Dictionary he makes 
extracts, the character of which I have 
shown above. Now Gibbon, Robertson, Smyth 
McCulloch have all been republished and 
widely circulated in this country, while Coxe's 
Austria has long been a standard 
work for libraries, and for some years past could 
be obtinncd in a cheap form at almost any book- 
ur cities. If these, then, are "good 
authorities fortheUistory of Hungary," (N. A. 
Review, Jan., 1851, p. 2*1,) and aie "in the 
hands of everybody," even of " schoolboys," 
what becomes of the dense ignorance which Mr. 
Bowen assumes to have existed on the subject ? 
Mr. Bowen omits in the North American, the 
atrocious charges of "falsehood" and "for- 
gery," and of making a " gross attack upon his 
character, subsistence, and personal safety," 
which he dealt out so vehemently against Mrs. 
Putnam in the Daily Advertiser, though he has 
not the sense of justice, to make the least retrac- 
tion or apology for them — unless their silent 
withdrawal, in this second edition of his reply, 
may be construed as an acknowledgment that 
he is conscious of his error. But oven in this 
better- considered article, his language is not 
free from offensiveness. He still persists in his 
absurd sneers at Mrs. Putnam's knowledge of 
the Magyar language, and again affirms thathec 
article "appears lo have been written, not so 
the purpose of oxplfuning the nature 
of the war in Hungary, as for that of damaging 
the refutation of the only American writer who 
has dared to plead the cause of ten millions of 
oppressed and dovni-trodden Slavonians, Wal- 
lachians," &c. 

He says, for instance, on p. 24 : 
" The character of the whole article, which is 
nearly seventy pages long, may be inferred with 
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safficient accuracj from a single Btatoment in it, 
which we copy aa a curiosity, foe it is certainly 
one oftlie most astounding assertions on record. 
The only faeta alleged in immiidiite confirmation 
of it, are those which we have already consid- 
ered in a foot-note on page 228 : 'i'tvcBtkereif/n 
of St, SiepA^a, all the racei inhabiting the kiagdom 
ince cnmpaaeil the Hungarian nation, and have 
shared eguall^ in all its honors and all its suffer' 
»"»js.' — Christian Examiner for November, 1850, 
p. 466. 

" We have no doubt, whatever, that the wri- 
ter folly believed this marvelous statement at 
the time of making it. It only sho-j'S how far 
one may be misled byalittle pardonable vanity, 
arising from the consciousness of having ac- 
quired some knowledge of tho Magyar language, 
a very rare, if not unique accomplishment for 
oce not born in Hungary, and by implicit reli- 
ance on a single, but very untrustwortJiy source 
of information." 

It is not necessary to comment upon the good 
taste oC Mr. Bowen's allusion to Mrs. Putnam's 
knowledge of the Magyar language, nor upon 
his logic in attempting to refute a historical 
statement by sneering at the "vanity" of the 
person who has made it. The justice of hia im. 
putation of " implicit reliance on a single source 
of information" (he means the Magyar) maybe 
comprehended from the fact, that Mrs. Putnam's 
article contains extracts from every book or 
writer referred to by Mr. Bowen himself in the 
"War of Races," and that it is chiefly by hi 
own authorities that she refutes him. Sh 
quoted besides fiom a number of German au 
thorities, and scarcely at all from Magyar writer! 

The passage from Mrs. Putnam's article o 
which Mr. Bowen lays such stress, needs n 
defence to any one who is tolerably well ac 
quavuted with the history of Hungary, and 1 do 
not understand how, if Mr. Bowen has read one 
half of the books he quotes from or refers to, he 
can have any doubt whatever of its truth. In 
the North American Review for Jan. 1850, pp. 
90, 91, he said: 

"Thepresen* position of the Magyars in Hun- 
gary is very much what that of the Normans in 
England was, for the first century or two after 

the conquest To break the spii 

of the Boiiquerad Saxons by the insults as mui 
as by the losses infticted upon them, to proscri 
their language as welt as to rob them of their 
estates, to ridicule their habits, and to brand 
them as an inferior and degraded race, who 
were unfit to hold office, and unworthy to bear 
arms, was the settled policy of the earlier Nor- 

Mrs. Putnam, commenting on this ridiculous 
passage, said very truly [Ch, Ei. Nov. 1850, pp. 
4GS-7] : 



"We have already shown that no aueh con- 
dition of things as that supposed by the Review- 
er, has esisted in Hungary for at least eight 
hundred years. Since the reign of St. Stephen, 
all the races inhabiting the kingdom, have com- 
posed the Hungarian nation, and have shBred 
equally in all its honors and all its sufferings. 
Wan then this state of things introduced in the 
Spring of 181S, when the Hungarians obtained 
a virtual independence of Austria > Did the Mag- 
''■"'■ " exclude their fellow 



inferior and degraded, and declared miworthj- of 
bearing arms and of holding office J The first 
officer commissioned by the Hungarian ministry, 
at the commencement of the insurrectionwy 
movement in Croatia and Slavonia, was the Sla- 
vonian Ilrabowszky ; in the first battle which 
was taught in the late war, the Hungarians were 
commanded by the Wallachian Moga; one of 
the most distinguished of their generals was the 
Servian Damianich ; when sentence of expulsion, 
from the thnmo hail b"en pronounced on the 
house of Hai~sburg, the first act of the indepen- 
dent nation was to confer the highest office in 
the State upon the ' Slovae ' Kossuth." 

Mr. Bowen, it will he seen, compares the 
present pcsiiionof the Magyars in Hungary with 
that of the Normans in England for the first 
century or two after the Conquest ; and by in- 
ference, compares the conditi^in of the Slavo- 
nians, Wallachians, &c., to that of the conquer- 
ed Saxons, who were branded as an inferior and 
degraded rate, unRt to hold office, and unwor- 
thy to bear arms. Mrs. Putnam demolishes 
this most absurd statement by a simple reference 
to the well known facts that Hrabowsky, Jloga, 
Damianich and Kossuth, none of them Mag- 
yars, held high military and civil offices during 
the late war-a war which Mr. Bowen main- 
tains to have been on the part of the Magyars, 
nothing but a struggle to keep the o:her races 
in an oppressed and degraded condition, from 
which enlightened and lilieral Austria was fight- 
ing to relieve them. In one of the above quo- 
tations, Mr. Bowen says he has "considered in 
a foot note on page 226," these facts about the 
elevation of Kossuth, Moga, &c. 

Now, let us see in what manner he has " con- 
sidered " them. HrabowPKky, he says, "is 
nearly allied to Count Zichy, one of the roost 
influential Magyar nobles in Hungary ! " Mr. 
Bowen does not condescend to explain how a 
man of an "inferior and degraded race," came 
to he " nearly allied to one of the moat influen- 
tial Magyar nobles." " The Wallachian Moga," 
he says, "Kossuth dejiosed immediately after 
that fint battle, and put Georgoy, a Magyar 
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noble, in his plaoa." Mr. Bowco means— if he 
means anything, except to throw dust in the 
eyes of hia readers— that Moga was deposed be- 
cause he was a Wallachian, and Georgey put in 
hia place, because ho was a Magyar, without 
any tefcrenoe to the military talents or conduct of 
the two generals. But how caine Moga to be ap- 
pointed, and permitted to Gght the first battle of 
the war, if the race to which he belonged was 
"deemed inferior and degraded, and unworthy 
of holding office ;" That is the ijuestion, and 
Mr. Bowen's pretended answer lo it, is simply 
an insult to the common sense of his readers. 
Sohlesinger, from whom he got the fact, says 
(TOLL, p. 81): 

" Moga exposed his troops in this engagement 
in an unpardonable manner ; and the main body 
of the Magyar army would have been lost, tad 
not the retreat been ordered in time. On this 
occasion, the great talent of Kossuth displayed 
itself; with a keen penetration, and discern- 
ment, poaseased only by men. of highly-gifted 
natures, he detected among thousands tlie man 
worthy to take the future command of the army. 
It was Gcotgey who first directed Kossuth's 
attention to the faulty tactics of Moga. Kos- 
suth raised Georgey to the rank of General 
■upon the field of battic, and invested him with 
the command the following day." 

Kossuth and Damianioh, Mr. Bowen says, 
were Jlagyariaed nobles, and, " as ia usual with 
renegades, were more fanatically Magyar than 
the Magyars themselves" ! He makes no at- 
tempt to e.^plain how these men of " inferior 
and degraded races " came to be Magyarized 
nobles, and elevated to the highest offices of the 

Tho fact is, that Mr. Bowen's position on 
this subject of races in Hungary is utterly and 
even absurdly wrong. I am at a loss to con- 
oeiye how he could retain it for a moment, after 
reading the works from which he quotes. If 
indeed he has read them or any of them, he 
must know that he is wrong. He must know 
that the other races were not slaves or acrfa to 
the Magyars, or even politically oppressed by 
them. There was formerly a noble class and a 
peasant class in Hungary— tho noble class hav- 
ing great and eiolusivc privileges. But there 
were millions of Magyar peasants and tens of 
thousands of nobles of Slavonic and Wallachian 
race. By a aeries of legislative acts, urged 
by the nobles themaelves, in many caaos agai 
the opposition of tho Austrian government, e 
extending over a period beginning with 1833 
and ending with 1848, tho exclusive privileges 
of the nobles were relinquished, and the peas- 
anta nuied to a perfect equality with them b*. 
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fore the law. So far wero tho Croatians from 
being oppressed, that they in fact had peculiar 
privileges above even tho Magyars, aa I shall 
show hereafter. 

I cannot better illustrate the abaurdity of the 
articles in the North American than by suppos- 
ing a parallel case, which I think will exactly 
match that of Mr. Bowen, and will also illus- 
trate his mode of reasoning. I will suppose a 
Hungarian Kcvicwer as prejudiced against this 
country aa Mr. Bowen is against Hungary, and 
that in the course of his profound researches, 
ho has discovered that our white population 
consists of several distinct races, speaking dif- 
ferent languages, viz.: the Anglo-Sa.'son, the 
Dutch in New York, the Germans in Pennsyl- 
vania, the Prench in Louisiana, and the Irish 
everywhere. He takes it into his head that tho 
Anglo-Saxons, known also as Yankees and as 
Americans, which latter title they sometimes 
" arrogate to themselves," as Mr. Bowen says tho 
Magyars do that of Hungarians, oppress and 
degrade the otter races, and do not allow them 
to hold office. To substantiate this position, he 
qaotes ftom English travellers, to show what an 
uncivilized, vainglorious, grasping, domineer- 
ing race tho Americans are. He quotes from 
Knickerbocker's History of New York, and 
from Irving's other works, from Paulding's 
novels, fromjest books, and from the speeches of 
the St. Nicholas Society, abundant proof that 
the Dutch mortally hate and abhor the Yan- 
kees, and that the Yankees defraud and oppress 
the Dutch. He refers to the Anti-Kent dis- 
turbance, as an illustration of the way in which 
the Dutch peasantry are trampled on by their 
aristocratic tyrants, and relates how their strug- 
gle for freedom waa crushed by the Yankee 
militia, led by an Anglo-Saxon officer, the sher- 
iff. He quotes from documents and newspa- 
pers, to show in what a state of profound igno- 
rance the Anglo-Saxons have kept tte Germana 
of Pennsylvania, and how deeply they have 
loaded them with public debt in order to debase 
and crush ttem, at the same time "daring to 
boast themselves as the friends of education 
and advocates of equal laws." He quotes all 
that has been written, so far as it will auit his 
purpose, about the dislike entertained by the 
French of Louisiana to the Americans, and the 
annoyance they have experienced from tho rest- 
less, ambitious and improving spirit of the latter 
people. Ho refers to the most authentic works 
to prove that some time ago— he takes care not 
to specify the precise period — these French 
were dissatisfied with the American yoke, and 
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were inclined to hail tKe British as deiirerers ; 
anH details the high-handed proceedinga of the 
American General, Jackson, who kept them 
down by terrorism, proclaiming martial law and 
inipriaoning all who opposed him. He cell 
also, in this connection, with 
omission oE dates, the pathetic history of the 
AeadianB, who were expelled from their homes 
by a Yaniee force led by a Yankee commander 
Colonel Winslow. 

To show how the Irish are oppressed and dc 
based, he copies descriptions of their mode of 
life in the cellars and garrets of our great eitic 
he analyzes public documents, to prove tl 
TBSt numbers of them have been consigned 
jiuls and workliouses, by their relentless Yankee 
masters ; he cites passages from newspapi 
show how ruthlessly their convents have been 
burnt at midnight by Yankee mobs, and how 
the same haughty oppressors have shot them 
down in the streets of Philadelphia, and sacked 
and destroyed their churches and dwelling- 
houses. He cuOs from Native Americar 
speeches and articles everything tending tc 
prove what a deep hatred exists between the 
races, and how determined the aristocr 
Americans are to keep the Irish in subject 
Finally, he mixes up these quotations with 
tracts from works by Smith, Brown and Joi 
from pamphlets and newspapers, all proving 
conclusively that the Pcquods 



ted, the Cherokecs deprived of their lands, the 
Seminoles hunted with bloodhounds, the 
tarred and feathered, the cow-boys and skinners 
hung, the Mormons persecuted, and the Nulli- 
fiers, (whom he takes to be a distinct race,) 
ground to the earth and goaded to rebellion by 
unjust revenue laws, enacted by the domineoi 
ing Yankees. To demonstrate the opjiressed and 
degraded condition of South Carolina, (thi 
American Croatia,) he cites the speech of Mr 
Rhett in the United States Senate, Dec. 16, 1851, 
in which it is emphatically declared that " the 
tyranny of this government over the South is 
more ruthless than that of Austria which en- 
slaved Hungary." 

He proves, in the same way, by judicious quo- 
tations, that Major Andre was executed as a 
spy ; that Joe Smith was shot at midnight by a 
band of Anglo-Saxon assassins ; that Oen. Lin- 
gan was murdered by a Baltimore mob; that 
Washington was an ambitious rebel, so parsi- 
monious that he sold his old war-horse when 
his campaigns were ended ; and that Gen. Tay- 
lor was a blood-thirsty ruffian, who hunted 
Indians with dogs, and whose only order on the ' 



battle field, was, ■' Give 'era hell, boys ! " [See 
N. A. Eoview, pp. 224-5-6-7, Jan. 1851. where 
Mr. Bowcn expatiates on the atrocities of the 
Magyars and the savage and vile character of 
their loading generals and statesmen.] 

The Hungarian reviewer might then trium- 
phantly appeal to his bewildered readers, and 
exclaim, almost in the words of Mr. Bowcn — 
"Behold this formidable array of authorities ! I 
have summoned into Court acrowdof reputable 
and unimpoachcd witnesses, professing all forms 
of political doctrine, whose united and harmo- 
nious testimony can leave no doubt upon a 
mind of ordinary capacity. I have merely used 
their language instead of my own. Since the 
fell of the aristocracies of Venice and Poland, 
the Yankees in America, with few exceptions, 
have been the most arrogant, cruel and tyran- 
nical nobility in the world. I have proved 
that their leaders were corrupt and merciless, and 
that the other races of their country were deemed 
inferior and degraded, and unworthy of holding 
office." And if some better informed person 
should civilly enquire — " K this last statement 
of yours be true, how did it happen that Jaek- 
of the Irish race, arid Van Buren, of the 
Dutch race, were elected Presidents, while 
Soulfi, of the French race, was admitted to the 
Senate, and Muhlenbcrg.of the German race, was 
nt Ambassador to our own Court at Vienna ? " 
■ the Hungarian Jlr. Bowen might reply, as 
his American prototype has done — "I do not 
deny your facts — but I will explain them — 
I will ' consider ' them. Jackson was alhed by 
an influential Anglo-Saxon family. 
Van Buren was ' deposed ' at the end of his 
rm, and the Anglo-Saxon Harrison put 
place. As for Souli and Muhlenberg, 
they were completely Americanized, and as is 
usual with renegades, were more fanatically 
American than the Americans themselves ! " 
This may be deemed by those who have not 
lamincd the subject an extravagant caricature 
of Mr. Bowen's art B 

ing carefully read pn al bo Ir m 

hich he quotes and m fl 

affirm that it is n g d 1 h 

of the imaginary H g ria in n 

of this country, ns m p p ts 

igth, more fact d 
than Mr. Bowen tern H ar 

The reader can jud m h 

be any difference h g 

ewers so far as Kossuth, Moga, &c., on the 
side, and Jackson, Van Buren, Sic, on thi- 
other, are concerned. 
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The " fonnidttble array of Authorities " refer- 
red to above, forms the main portion of Mi. 
liowcn's last article on Hungary, and conssiats oi 
a confused taaas of extracts from " English, 
French, German and Hungarian writerH," com- 
prising, I believe, about seventy distinct cita- 
tions, strung together without explanation or 
comment. Tkese estracts, which Mr. Bowen 
calls "a formidable array of authorities," are 
chiefly taken from anonymous pamplilets — from 
Austrian documents whose falsity has been fullj- 
exposcd by the English press — and from b«oks 
long ago published, relating to a conditic 
things that had ceased to esist in Hungary, 
years before the war began. The titles of ten 
English and German books are prefixed to the 
article — /our of these were published at Vienna, 
in 1819 and 1850, subject to the most rigid cen- 
sorship, and while the city was in a state of 
siege — oBoiAer appeared at Frcsburg in 184S, 
under the candid and impartial sanction of Hay- 
nau and his martial law ; and of the remaining 

Austrian partisan. Count Mailath ; and another 
was pubUshed in London eleven years ago, is a 
■work of no authority whatever, and so iar as 
Mr. Bowen quotes it, does not say a word about 
races, or relate at all to the recent condition of 
Hungary. One only of the ten works, that of 
Sehlesingor, is of any value, and the quotations 
from that are so perverted by omissions that 
they convey, or seem to convey the very reverse 
of what the author intended ; and the same 
thing is true of the quotations from most of the 
other respectable works whose titles are not iu- 
eluded among the ten : ibr Mr. Bowen quotes 
from several books whose titles he has not pte- 
fiied to his article. 

Prominent among these "authorities" is 
"Hungary: Ua Constitution and its Catastrophe. 
■By Corcinus," Corviuus is a great name iu 
Hungarian history ; it was the surname of the 
famous Huaniades and of his still more famous 
son, king Mathias Corvinus. Doubtless, many 
of Mr. Bowen's readers were familiar with the 
name, and doubtless some of them have sup- 
posed that " Corvinus," was a well-known and 
respectable Hungarian authority. I have heard 
of one or two who thought so. Mr. Webb, of the 
N. Y. Courier and Enquirer, who has, without 
acknowledgment, made use of Mr. Bowen's 
quotations as if he had himself read the books 
from which they are taken, speaks of " the his- 
torian Corvinus," as if he were son: e'well-known 
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writer. Mr. Bowen relics greatly on Corvinus. 
He makes thirteen estracts from hira, which 
cover six or seven of his thirty pages. And 
what does the reader suppose this work to be ? 
It lies before me as I write — an anonymous 
pamphlet, with a green paper cover, written by 
some English scribbler, who took " Corvinus " 
as a Kom deplume, as one would take " Junius," 
or "Brutus," or "Publlcola," or O. P. Q., or 
X. Y. Z. It may be written by an Austrian 
agent, by an Englishman in the Austrian ser- 
(there are hundreds in the army), or by 
3 paid advocate of Metternich or Havnau. 
The thing is too contemptible for serious notice, 
but I will give one illustration of the way in 
which Mr. Bowen has used even this " anthori- 
" Mr. Bowen's theory is, that the late war 
Hungary was a struggle on the part of the 
Hungarian nobles to maintain their ancient con- 
id the dominion which it gave them 
what he calls their serfs and subject races, 
the Croatiaus, Slavonians, WaUaehiaus, &c., and 
that there was nothing republican about it. 
this theory that he has arranged 
his quotations, as well from " Corvinus " as 
from others. " Corvinus " himself, on the first 
page of his pamphlet, speaking of the Diet of 
which Kossuth was the leader, and which began 

A spirit came over that Diet which no ad- 
istrative reforms could satisfy— a spirit 
totally at variance with the ^nius of'the Ancient 



tution, which established its ascendency 

abrogating thai conatitutian, and sought to . 

itain it by sacrificing the monarchy. There 

)e no greater error than to suppose that the 

of 1S48-9 was a movement in defence of 

ime-honorcd institutions, which had their 

. in the laws of St, Stephen and Andreas 

H." 

Tn fact, the object of this anonymous pamph- 

t was, to render the Hungarian war unpopular 

England, by showing that it was a republican 

and democratic movement. 

[Other of these " authorities " is an "Offi- 
cial List of 467 persona executed by the Hunga- 
Eevolutionary Government," which was 
published at Vienna last year, in justification of 
■nellies of Haynau and the other Austrian 
generals, and to throw odium on the Hunga- 
The greater portion of it was translated 
and published in the London Times of Sept. 10th 
and nth, 1850, under the title of the Magyar 
Bloody Assize, as a vindication of Gen. Haynau, 
after the attack upon him by Messrs. Barclay& 
Perkins's draymen. It was treated with con- 
tempt and ridicule by the English press gener- 
ally, and its absurd felsities osposed in the most 
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ttiumplmnt manner, The worthleasneas a 
thing ia transparent, as I can stow, merely by 
making a few cstraets, Mr. Bowen has 
two ppges of the North American Review with 
quotations from it, carefully .selecting those 
which would best bear examination. Some ol 
the oases he has cited stand in immediate jux- 
taposition with the following, which I copy, 
word for word, from tho Times, in every case 

" Oyika Harlan 'was shot at Koratzlntz on the 
20th of Oelober, 1848, /or attempting to strani/k 
oneoftktiasargenl magiiiratca." . 

" Giigor Stank, justice of Dulese, Arad Coun- 
ty, was ebat/or himtiiif tho lady of the manor mtfi 
dogs through the Joreii, teUA intuit to kill her or ii, 
do her some grieooua bodih) harm " (.') 

" John Kowatsch, Honved, [Hungarian sol- 
dier] of Worose, County of Congrad, was hailed 
on the 7th of October, 1818, for having ansassi 
atedone of his comrades " (.') 

" L. Hassingct, a Jew from Pesth, was shot ■ 
the 3rd of June, for having, whilst acting aj 
spy to the rebel army, betrayed their movemei 
to the Austrian troops." 

"N. Wninow, a peasant, loiMoonMedo/'Aam; 
mardered a Hungarian spy. He was shot 
Palandy in April, 1849. 

" Th. Stettin, a borderer, was sh,ot Jbr mtUiny 
by the orders of General Bern " (!) 

"A peasant, name unknown, was hanged at 
Verachetz, in May, 1849, for killing one of th 
rebel Hussars" (!) 

"Stefon lloho and John Vorbesz, of Szgedit 
wore iniFebruary, 1849, tried, and esecuted at 
Kanissa, for murdering Major Tar of the Son 

Three-fourths of the list arc of this character. 
The persons put to death were spies, traitors, 
and doaerters, or were convicted of murder and 
other high crimes by the regular tribunals of 
the country. I have quoted some of tho short- 
eat instances 1 could find, passing over scores ol 
cases nearly as absurd. Sevecai rff those enu- 
merated in the list, were of persons who were 
killed by mobs, for which the Hungarian gov- 
ernment was no more responsible than Uie Eng- 
lish government was for the assault on Hayni 
Others were esses of murder, by individuals 
which had nothing to do with politics; andii 
instance an officer was classed among the " 
dered," because he was shot at and killed by the 
Hungarian skirmishers while marching in the 
Austrian ranks (!) A Captain Ottstadtwas pntin 
the same comprehensive category, because, hav- 
ing been taken prisoner by the Hungarians and 
released by the Austriana — "he died of cholera 
31 hours after his return to his home " ! And 
from such a document al this, Mr. Bowen culls 
two pages of extracts to blast the ropntstion of 



a gallant and unfortunate people, guilty of no 
crime but that of struggling manfully for free- 
dom and liberal institutions, against the com- 
bined despots of Austria and Russia. 

It would be tedious and superfluous for me to 
examine separately every quotation on Mr. 
Bowon'a thirty pages, or to criticise each of his 
twenty " authorities,'' with regard to most of 
which he prudently abstains from committing 
himself by vouching for their value, except by 
the general assertion that they are " reputable 
and unimpeached witnesses," in which state- 
mcift he includes the anonymous pamphleteer 
"Corvinus," and the " official List" of Mag- 
yar atrocities. The writers whom Mr. Bowen 
speciaOy endorses, either in the North American 
or in his letters to the Daily Advertiser, are 
Schleainger, Pulsnky, Paget, MeCuHoch, and 
De Langsdorff. I shall confine my examination 
therefore, to the quotations from these five wri- 
ters, though the manner in which they are dealt 
with may serve as an index to the treatment of 

Schlesinger is a Hungarian by birth, who has 
1 d d B Ijn and who has written in 

G rm h t J t th var in Hungary. The 
E L,lish tra 1 ti f thU, from which Mr. 
B w q t w dtt d by Francis Pulszky, 
S t rv 1 St t t Ferdinand, king of 
H V h 1 t Emp r of Austria. Pulszky 

a m n f high h t and ability, thorough- 
ly conversant with Hungarian affairs, and to 
Schlesinger's work prefixed a valuable introduc- 
tion, and added several notes, correcting the oc- 
casional inaccuracies of the text. Mr. Bowen's 
first quotationfromSchlesinger is the following. 
[N. A. Review, Jan. 1S51, p. 212.] 

"The Magyar movement is widely distin- 
guished, both by the power which called it forth 
and the object it had in view, from all the revo- 
lutions that convulsed Europe during the last 
two years. Thepohticalkuowledgeof theMa^- . 
yars does not extend much beyond that of their 
own constitution; and it is lenrarkable with 
what singular affection and constancy this an- 
cient constitution, with all its defects and ab- 
normities, has been held fast and cherished by 
the people. Whilst all the other nations have 
sought to enlarge more or less their representa- 
tive constitutions, the Magyar has dreaded any 
change in his, clinging to its very letter, as the 
"ussulman to the words of the Koran." 

Mr. Bowen's purpose in quoting this, was 
'idently to make it appear that the Magyars 
ere clinging with stupid bigotry to an old and 
defective constitution, simply because it was old, 
and in faoi, the passage, as he has quoted it. 
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offers no other interpretation. But how far 
sucha construction would be from that intended 
by Schlcainger, will be seen by reading the con- 
tinuation of Iifr. Bowen's quotation, which is as 
foUows; [Vol. 1, p. 114.] 

"The cause of this lies, not so much in a 
belief oS its excellence, as in the long struggles 
of the Constieutional principle against the abso- 
iulist efforts of the Vienna Cabinet i to Oppose 
which the MagyarSi in their Diet at Presburg, 
bad no more elfective weapon than tho letter ot 
their Constitution, ratified, as it has been, by the 
coronation-oath of every suecesHive king. In 
this policy, the opposite parties in the Diet were 
(^eed ; indeed, for a long lime past, it had been 
the safest, nay, the only possible course. The 
liberal Hungarian did not cling to his ancient 
Constitution as the bee citizen of the United 
States does to his,_from a conviction of itt excel- 
lence, but because he knew that tho concession 
of any single point would strengUien the absoht- 
,ii3t government in Vienna." 

The following is more elaborately mangled. 
It is fconi vol. II. pp. 88-9 of Schlesinger, and 
may be seen as quoted, on p. 232 of the N. A, 
Review. 

"Afar greater error, which, must belaid to 
the charge of the Governor and his Slinisters 
was the misapprehension of their task in refer- 
ence to the question of nationalities. The De- 
claration of Independence had no meaning, un- 
less the perfect satisfaction of ail the wishes of 
the Croats, Serbs and WalJaehs, followed im- 
mediately. 'ITiO separation of Hungary from 
Austria ought at the same time to be a bond of 
union with the South Sclavish races. That this 
was not easy of accomplishment, must be admit- 
ted; indeed it was extremely difSoult to enter 
into any kind of peaceable and conciliatory 
relations with those nations. [Austria, more- 
over, had csinnmglg prevented this, by placing its 
creatures at the head of the hostile races. It had 
always been impossible to enter into negotiations 
with these men; Jellachich, Raiachich. Supli- 
oacz, Theodorovich, and the rest had receisedfar 
too decided orders, far too brilliant promises to allow 
tMt. But seeing that an understanding with 
the leaders of the Solaves waa impossible, — and 
knowing that numerous voices among these races 
were beginning to raise the guealion of an alliance 
mitk HuHparj] — the Government ought, [for 
this very reason] to have disarmed the power of 
the leaders, by issuing a proclamation, and at 
once conceding all the demands of the Hunga- 
rian Sclaves, however csaggcracod. No attempt 
ought to have been made to negotiate w ith the 
leaders, but the Diet should have addressed 
thsmselvea directly with this explanation to thf 
people. By such a stop, tho Declaration of In- 
dependence would have gained in significance 
and grandeur." 

The sentences between brackets were omitted 
by Mr. Bowen, for very obvious reasons ; — thoy 
stated the well-known truth, which he desired 
ti) snppress, that the opposition to the Hungc 



a portion of the Scla- 
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ians which existed amor 

fonie and WaJlachian ri 

Austria, whose creatures, Jellachich, Eaiachicli, 

&c., had been placed at the head of those races 

for that very purpose. 

quotation from Sehlesingor which I 
shall notice is fortunatclv a sliort one. [N, A, 
E. p. 217.] 

The Hungarian revolution comptebended 
all the elements of success — great statesmen, 
great generals, a great nation, and a country 
tavorabie to their arms. In the first Prcnch 
revolution the people had taken up arms against 
the king ; here (at tho commencement at least,) 
a nation had risen in support of their king. [Tho 
object waa the same — freedom and indepen- 
dence; hut in France the people were unsup- 
ported by the aristocracy, in Poland the aristoc- 
racy were unsupported by the people — here 
they both fought together.'"] Tol. II., p. 223. 

The portion which I have enclosed in brack- 

s was omitted by Mr. Eowon, because it con- 
flicted with his as.scrtion that the Hungarian 

ar was not a war for freedom and indepeudeuce; 

id with his assertion that it was a struggle of 
the aristocracy to keep the people down; whereas 
Schlesinger, who is by far tho best authority 
that Mr. Boweu quotes, says expressly, that un- 
like the case of Poland, tho people and the aris- 
tocracy of Hungary fought together against the 
Schlesingor's statement, that the 
Hungarian nation at the commencement rose in 
lupport of their king, alludes to the fact that 
.he war began with JellaohieK's invasion of 
Hungary, nndcr secret orders from tho Emperor- 
king, who, when interrogated by the Hunga- 
donled that he had given such orders, and 
proclaimed JeUaijhich a traitor, upon which the 
Hungarians took arms in the name of the king, 
and drove Jellachich out of the country, 

quotationfrom Schlesinger is equally 
decisive of Mr. Boweu's unfairness. [N. A. R. 
p. 231] : 

" [The Hungarian Envoys at all the Courts 
started from the principle that, in their position, 
they had only to deal with the existing liovcrn.- 
mcnt ; and Telckl always stood alooi &om the 
parties in France, who were either at the hehn 
of nfiairs or contending for power. Hiis alone 
can esplsin the fiict, that the Count was well 
received by all the saccesjivo ministries. Hia 
official notes were received, but their efBcacy 
was crippled, the reactiinary party hating gained 
the upper hand, a,n.dl\ the French statesmen, un- 
der pretest of a dread of socialism, considering 
Franca not in a position to intervene. This 
party, under Lamartine. had already exerted 
their influence against Hungary, and the conse- 
quence was, that Pascal Duprat, who had in 
" ■ ' ' ' ■ ■ ■ from Bastidc, aa 



), Google 



28 THE 

agent in that country, did not leave France. In 
Junc> 1813, the affairs of Hungary took a better 
turn iu the Elysoe aud tho hotels of the minis- 
ters; but the overthrow of the party r^ the 
Mount^n again deatroyed all that the emphatic 
manifestaljons of public opinion bad effected in 
favor of Hungary. The very circumstance tliat 
the socialists had taken part for Hungary was 
sufficient to determine the Conservatives against 
it. [The Moderate partg, sai especially Mauguln, 
loli no opporlunity of expfnaaiitg their iympo^hy \ 
but at the same time they would not hear of an 
intervention, from a dread of the Roui/e party. 
Tho French Government, however, again sum- 
moned resolution, when the affairs of Hungary 
were prosperous, ' ' . . .. - 

try, as well as t 
Russian intcrven 
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quote, It will be seen that the Eunganar 
voy. Count Teleki, so far from intriguing with 
or courting the Socialists, stood aloof tiom all 
parties, and was well received by all the 
cessive Ministries. Tho Conservatives, of whom 
Schlesinger speaks, were the Royalists ; but (he 
Moderate party, which was Republican, though 
opposed to the Socialists, hat iio opportunittj 
of expreasing their sympathy wilJi Hungary. In 
fact, Sohlosingei's true moaning was just the 
reverse of the apparent meaning of the passage 
which Mt. Bowen disingenuously tore from its 

The last of Mr. Bowen's quotations from 
Schlesinger which I shall notice, is so long that 
I shall copy only the material portions of it, 
omitting some irrelevant passages about Geor- 
gey.— [N. A. Review, pp. 234-5.] 

" The Parliament held secret conferences, to 
discuss the groat question how the hostile Scla- 
vish and Wallachian races might be won over 
to tjie Magyar cause. The result was • • • 
a declaration of the equal rights of all national- 
ities, and an amnesty to all who had borne arms 
against Hungary, [28th July, 1849.] • • » 
Bat the reeognitioa of equal rights carae a year loo 
late, for it now merely offered to the Sclavish 
races a concession which had already been se- 
cured to them by the Emperor of Austria, and 
offered it moreover in the sight of their burnt 
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down cities, desolated villages, and desecrated 
graves." 

To the sentence I have italicized, M. Pulszky 
affixed a note, saying that it was 



"Inco 



; all the inhabitants of Hungary 



lachs, Sasons, and Serbs, who w _ . 

all subdued by tho Hur.garians." 

This note Mr. Bowen omitted, making no 
allusion whatever to it, and 'copied the incorrect 
statement in the test, because it served his pur- 
poses to have it appear that the Magyars had 
granted equal rights to the other races only in 
July, 1849, a few weeks before the war ended, 
when he must have known that, as Pulszky 
stated, all the inhabitants of Hungary had, since 
March, 1848, possessed equal rights. On page 
234 of the N. A. Review is another quotation 
from Schlesinger, too long for me to copy, to 
which Pulszky affixed a note containing an im- 
portant correction, which Mr. Bowen silently 

From Pulszky's preface to the Village No- 
tary, by Haron Eotvos, Mr. Bowen quotes two 
or three paragraphs which he garbles in several 
instances by omitting passages unfavorable to 
Austria. I \vi\\ copy the shortest instance. 

" Baion Eotvos was the leader of a third 
narty. He was imbued with the levelling ten- ' 
Sencies of French liberalism. The men of 
Eotvos' school admired the theoretical perfec- 
tion of Centralization, and vied with tiie Vienna 
jmrty in their aversion to the county institu- 
tions, with their assemblies and elections. [But 
the Austrian Camarilla iciahed lo establish the 
so-called ' X'ateraal Absolaitem,' in theplace of the 
county insiitiilioiii ,- while the Eotvos party 
dreamed of a free parliamentary government.] 
His party considered Hungary as a tabula rasa, 
and they endeavored in defiance of history to 
raise a new political fabric," &c. 



Thep 



;o within brackets Mr. Bowi 



snp- 



Mr. Bowen's quotations from Paget arc not 
any fairer than those from Schlesinger. The 
following is from the second volume of " Hun- 
gary and Transylvania," pp, 229-300, Am. ed. 
[N. A. R. p. 213.] 

["There seems, too, to be some idea among 
tho tetes exaUies here, of an lUyrian nationality."] 
It is no uncommon thing to hear them reckon- 
ing up the Croats, Sclavonians, Bosnians, Dal- 
matians, Servians, Montenegrins, and Bulgari- 
ans, and then comparing ^is mass of Sclavos 
with the three or four millions of Magyars, and 
proudly asking why they should submit to deny 
their language and their origin because the 
Magyars command it. 1 am very far from w ish- 
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ing ttia party success, though I cannot help in 
some degree sympathizing with a people who 
resist, when they think a stronger power U 
willing to abuse its strength by depriving the 
weaker of those olijects — language and religion 
—which they hold as most dear. [No one can 
doubt how highly conducive it would be, to the 
good of Hungary that Croatia should be' made 
completely Hungarian ; or that it is disgraceful 
to the age in which we live, that Protestants 
should be excluded from a whole country on 
account of their faith ; yet indubitable as are 
these facts, it may nevertheless be very impoli- 
tic to seek to remedy them by violent means.] 
The act has passed, however, which declares 
that in ten years' time no Croat shall be eligible 
to a public office who cannot read and write the 
Hagyai language, and the consequence has 
been, the creation of a feeling of hatred against 
the Magyars, which bodes but very ill for the 



position is connected with Ruse 
for it ia particularly strong among members of 
the Greek church, and it is so much the inter- 
est of Russia to weaken Austria, hy disorganize 
' ing her ill-united parts, that we may be sure 
sucli an opportunity for the attainmei^t of her 
object would not be lost."] 

The passages within brackets were omitted 
by Mr. Bowcn. I'hat at the beginning and that 
at the end are not of much importance ; yet 
they should have been quoteU — the first as 
showing that the boasts about the numbers of 
the Croats, Sclavonians, &c,, were not uttered 
by the people generally, but by the 
of the small town of Agram, which Mr. Paget 
was then visiting ; and the last, es expressing 
his opinion that this feeling of hostility to tht 
Magyars was not altogether owing to the acts 
of the Hungarian Diet, hut was in part pro- 
duced by Russian intrigue. The passage in tht 
middle, which Mr. Bowen. 
however, of essential importi 
Paget clearly expresses his Opinion that it would 
be highly conducive to the good of Hungary, 
that Croatia should be made completely Hunga- 
rian. By Hungary, he means to include Croatia 
itself, which for eight centuries, hasbeei 
of that country. Its peasantry spoke a dialect of 
their own, which till within a few years, had been 
wholly uncultivated ; so that when Paget wroti 
there were but three or four books in it. Th 
people who spoke this dialect numbered only 
few hundred thousands, and, of course, it ws 
as desirable that the principal language of the 
country, the Magyar, which was spoken bj 
millions, should prevail, as that that the Eng- 
lish should prevail over the French in Louisi- 
ana, or over the German in Pennsylvania. The 
allusion to the exclusion of Protestants from 
Croatia is also very important, and I do 



der that Mr. Bowon was unwilling to quote it. 
It will be unilerstood by the following passage 

1 the same chapter of Paget, [vol. ii. pp. 

-7, Am. ed.], from which Mr. Bowen's es- 

Croiia and Sclaoaiiia have lAc same laios and 
C<»i3titution as the rest of Hungary, except in one 
patiiculars, in which they eiijoy special priv- 
• " • » A case has lately arisen 
with respect to one of these privileges, which 
has given it a very unciiviable notoriety. It w 
the pricikge of excladlng all Protestants from the 
possession of properly, and I beUece of refusing 
tkem eeeti the right cf lining aithin i/ie boundaries 
of Ike Itco counlries. This question has been 
mooted before the General Diet, and a more 
tolerant law passed ; bu^ as yet no change has 
' !en cffectea, for tha Croatians have refused to 

This is very significant. More than one-half 
of the Magyars are Protestants, nobles as well 
peasants, and indeed Protestantism is known 
Hungary as the Magyar religion. Yet Croa- 
i and Sclavonia had the privilege of excluding 
all Protestants, Magyars as well as others, from 
holding property or even from residing there ; 
and when the General Diet of Hungary, the 
Magyar Diet, as Mr. Bowen delights to call it, 
passed a more tolerant law, it was nulliHed by 
the bigoted Croatians ! Thii single fact is suffi- 
cient to refute Mr. Bowen's repeated assertions 
that the' Magyars domineered over and oppress- 
ed the Croatians and Sclavonians, and that the 
late war was comn^enced for the purpose of 
keeping the latter races in subjection. It ia in 
fiict sufficient to explode his whole position on 
the subject of Hungary, and, I repeat, that I do 
not wonder that he was unwilling to quote it. 

I will copy one more of Mr. Bowen's quota- 
tions from Paget, [N. A. R., pp. 22S-9.] 

" One of the fundamental laws of the Saxons 
(Germans) is the equality of every individual 
of the Saxon nation. They have no nobles, no 
peasants. Not but that many of the Saxons 
have received letters of Nobility, and deck 
themselves out in all its plumes ; yet as every 
true Saxon will tell you, that is only as Hunga- 
rian nobles, not as Saxons. Their municipal 
government was entirely in their own hands ; 
every village chose its own otficers, and man- 
aged its own affairs, without the interference 
of any h%ber power. [A few years ago, how- 
ever, a great and arbitrary change was made in 
this institution, which though it almost escaped 
notice at the time, has since excited the most 
bitter complaint. The whole of this transaction 
was managed without the consent cither of the 
Diet or the Saxon nation. Its effects have been 
to deprive the Saxon communities of the free 
exercise of their privileges, and to deliver them 
into the power of a corrupt bureaucracy, over 
whichthey have little or no control."]— [Vol. ii., 
pp. 211-12, Am. ed.l 



), Google 



30 



THE HUNGABIAN 
f the 



Mr. Bowen omitted the latter poi 
quotation, I suppose, tecnuse it allowed thnt 
the coiidition of tho Saxona, as described in the 
first portion, had heeii changed oven before Mr. 
Pftget's visit to them, which was about fifteen 
years ago, and changed, too, notbytheMagjars, 
but by the arbitrary act of the Austrian Govern- 
ment. Sir. Paget, on the same page, relates 
that Magyar and Sason deputies went together 
to Vienna, to remonstrate with tlic Emperor 
against these proceedings. 

Among hia thirty pages of citations, Mr. 
Bowen has one from McCulloch's Universal 
Gay.etteer, or Geograpliical Dictionary, which 
through inadvertence, I presume, he cites as 
MoCuUoch'a " Com. Oar..." Mt. MeCulloch be- 
ing the author of a Commercial Dictionary. 
In examining the Eight Points of his rejoinder 
to Mrs. Putnam, I had occasion to expose the 
mode in which he had quoted from this sama 
wort of McCulloch'a. The following speci- 
men will be found equally remarluible. 

" The internal government of the nation is a 
mixed monarchy and aristocracy. Laws can 
only be enacted by the joint consent of the 
King and the Diet ; and although the executive 
power be aaid to lie with the King, yet the sov- 
ereign has only the nomination of Lords Lieu- 
tenant (obei-gespantie) of counties, and adminis- 
trators ; since evety other public officer is either 
elected by the county itself, or named by its 
Lord Lieutenant — a nomination, however, which 
is often successfully disputed. » • • 
Under tho kings of the reigning bouse, a great 
portion of Hungary and of the annexed distl^ts 
was conquered from the Turks by great exertion 
on the part of the other imperial States ; and 
many important alterations, in the relations of 
the King and the estates took place at different 
times. What are called the cardinal privilegi 
of tho nobility and clergy, who are looked upo 
aa equal to the nobility, have been preserved t 
the present day, to an extent unparalleled i 
any country in Europe. • * • * » ITie 
nohlcs being mostly Magyars, it follows that the 
Magyar nation has been chiefty instrumentj 
mMntaining the constitution during ao n: 
centHries." — [McCulloch's Com. Gaz., (J 
York Ed.), 1346, pp. 1U2-1144.] 

I have copied the whole extract, even 
comma, exactly as it stands in the North Ai 
lean Review, Jan., 1851, pp. 208-9. The reader 
will notice that apparently the whole passage : 
in McCulloch's own language, Mr. Bowen gii 
ing no indication that it is not. He will notice 
also that it is stated towards the close of the 
quotation, that the privileges of the nobility 
have been preserved to the ^i 
extent unparalleled in any country in Europe, 
and that the only date given in connection with 



; is 1845. My copy of McCuUoch ia 
of the same edition aa that which Mr. Bowen 
uses — the New York edition, published by the 
Harpers. On turning to it, I find that the last 
clause of Mr. Bowen'3 quotation, "The nobles 
being mostly Magyars," &c., consisting of three 
lines, is taken from the section on the Finances 
of Hungary, on p. 1 144— the rest of the quota- 
tion being extracted from the section on the 
Constitution, pp. 1142-1143. I find also that 
not a word of the quotation, except the three 
lines from the section on the Finances, ia 
McCulloch's own language, but on the con- 
trary, ia from an Austrian document which 
McCulloeh pufe in quotation marks, and which 
he introduces in this manner : 

Tho following account of the Hungarian 
constitution is given in the official report drawn 
up for the use of the Emperor's Cabinet, by 
"aron de Baldacci, and may be looked upon as 
declaration of the rights of the nation on Ihe 
trt of the crown." 

When it ia known that the Hungarians, at 
the date of that document, were engaged in a 
with their king, on the subject of their 
rights, precisely similar to that which the Eng- 
hsh House of Commons maintained so long 
the Stuarts, the significance of the 
phrase I hare italicized, on thepart q^ Ihe crouin, 
will be evident enough; and evident enough 
also will be the injustice of quoting agiunat the 
Hungarians such a document, and passing it 
statement of the impartial and intel- 
ligent McCulloeh. Mr. Bowen might, with aa 
much propriety, copy one of Hallam's quota- 
tiona from the manifestoes of Charles I., and 
ofier it to hia readers as that historian's state- 
ment of what the constitution of England really 
was in tho early part of tho seventeenth century. 
But the injustice of the quotation will be made 
still more manifest by the following pasaf^cfrom 
McCuUoch'a own pen, which imniediately fol- 
lowa the last words of Mr. Bowcn's quotation ; 
■' in any country in Europe." 

" Such were the claims asaerted and the priv- 
ileges aUowed by the King of Hungary in 1831. 
That the political privileges of the nobles have 
been maintained, should, perhaps, be matter 
of rejoicing, tchen the services they hane recently 
conferred oa their eojtntrtfmeii are taken into ac- 
count ; and still more, when they have been 
the means of preserving what wiU no doubt 
become, in the end, a really free system of gov- 
ernment. At preteat [1840], except the right 
of election, which is vested in the 267,300 no- 
bles, there ia no political privilege which the lojnest 
Hungarian does not eryby in common with tho 
inhabitants of the oUicr constitutional States 
of Europe." 
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Now, wty did Mc. Bowen suppress the above 
pussage, Hud especially the diitc of 1331 f He 
knew, for he had repeatedly admitted the fact 
in his articles, that immensH changes were ef- 
fected in the condition of Hungary, in the years 
that immediately succeeded 1831. Or if he had 
forgotten his own statements, he could not have 
ituled to be reminded of the fact by McCullouh, 
whose article on Hungary he seems to have 
ransacked for scraps which, when detached 
from their proper connection, would apparently 
serve his purposes. I will quote some of thi 
passages 1 refer to, which it is impossible Mr 
Bowen could have overlooked, and to which he 
makes not tho slightest allusion. 

*' Of late years, the higher classes have been 
laudably active in endeavoring to ameliorate 
the condition of the lower orders, by the 
dation of schools, the distribution of useful 
works, attention to the state of prisons, S;c. ; 
and their private beneficence has been effectu- 
ally ludod by the grand legislative measure 
of 1836, which so much extended the civil 
r^hts of the peasants. By the act of the Biet 
of that year, called the ' VrbaHum,' the nobles 
gave up in principle two of the most obnoxious 
privileges of their order — freedom from taxs 
and the right of being judges in their 
causes in manorial courts. The exemption 
fcom taxation was waived, not by a voluntary 
acceptance of burdens, which would have oc- 
casioned a vast revolution in property, and en- 
dangered one of tho most valuable advantages 



of the Hungarian constitution ; but by the 
enactment that it a noble purchased a peasant's 
holding liable to tasation, the noble should 
continue to pay the impost. In some respecis, 
the larda sxre placed in a diaadnantageo'M position 
by the neio lain, as the peasants may leave, aeU, 
or transfer their holdings at will ; whereas, the 
lord has no poaer Bi>er thorny except that of execu- 
tion for rait. • « • « To this decree of 
the Diet, jehich, at a valuntari/ act of aelf-remoi- 
daiion by the nobles, hue no parallel in th« aimah 
of any other nation. Other measures have since 
been added of scarcely less importance. A de- 
cree of the Diet of 1839 secures to the ^asant 
the right of disposing by will of all kinds of 
property. In 1810, the Diet passed a bill de- 
claring Catholics and Protestants to stand upon 
an equal footing in contracts of marriage, neithei 
confession being suffered to impose restraints 
upon the other, and admitting Jews to equa 
rights with other commoner throughout the 
kingdom." Pp. 1138-39. 

These were McColloch's statements in 1840, 
of the condition of Hungary, and of the char- 
acter of her nobility ; as patriotic a race of men 
as ever existed, according to tho testimony of 
all writers on the subject except Mr. Bowen. 
De Langsdorif, another of Mr. Bowen's authori- 
ties, speaking of the act of the Diet of 1836, 
Bays: 

" This was the first breach made in the privi- 



leges of the nobility ; and it was by the nobiliiy 
made. There, where I felt only a 
:ion, generous citizens, sacrificing 
their interests without hesitation, found the op- 
portunity to repair a long injustice. Since that 
time, the Hungarian nobles have walked reso- 
lutely in that path ; it is they who for twenty 
years have been laboring to file the chains of 
their subjects ; it is they who, in a solemn day, 
have willed to break them forever. — Reeue dee 
Veux Mojirfes, August 1, 1848, p. 402. 

The solemn day to which M, de Langadorff 
alludes, was in March, 1848, when the last ves- 
tiges of " feudaliitra " were swept away by the 
Hungarian Diet, and equal rights granted to all 
the inhabitants of Hungary, without distinction 
of race or birth. Another of Mr. Bowen's au- 
thorities, and a highly respectable one, M. Dc- 
gcrando, said in 1845, in a passage quoted in 
the N. A. Eeview, April, 1830, p. 329 : 

"To the Hungarian nobility belongs the 
honor of having been the first to propose all 
these new laws. XJnderthceycsol a retrograde 
government, they are accomplishing a task, be- 
tbre which the aristocracies of every other 
country have shrunk back. They prepare the 
reign of equahty, before the people for whose 
good they labor have yet thought of raising 
their voice. • « " « Not only does this 
aristocracy accord the rights granted to the in- 
ferior classes, but it also despoils itself of the 
privileges that it has possessed for ten centu- 
ries ; it offers spontaneously to pay imposts to 
which it has never been subjected, and breaks 
itself the last barrier which separates it from 
the people." 

Mr. Bowen himseK, in his Eeview far Janu- 
ary and April, 1850, admitted, though as re- 
lufctantly and as obscurely as he could expreM 
that "for twenty years preceding the recent 
ir," beneficial changes had been going on 
[p. 106] i that each successive Diet, during that 
period, passed new measures of reform [pp. 107. 
516]; ihat, after 1843, only a single question 
remained to be settled [p. 616}; and that this 
question was settled in 1848 [p. 517] when 
"the work of social reform" mas /nisAerf— re- 
luctantly indeed, but still finished— by Kos- 
suth's ministry [p. 616]. The Hungarian no- 
bility relinquished the last of their exclusive 
privileges in March, 1848. In October 1848 
seven months afterwards, the war with Austria 
began. And now in the face of his authontics 
and in the face of his own admissions let us 
listen to Mr. Bowen's deliberate summing up 
of his statements about Hungarv in the North 
American Beview for Jan., 1861 [pp 218-9 ] 
" Since the fall of the aristocracies of Venice 
and Poland, the Magyars in Hungary, with few 
exceptions, have been the most arrogant, cruel 
and tyrannical nobility in Europe. The robber 
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barons of the middle ages did not more fully 
merit the vengeance which soinetimea overtook 
them, at the hands of their despairing vaajals, 
than did these semi- barbarous nobles the ruin 
which hps at length befallen them. They have 
kept their country three oenturiea behind the 
age, for the sole purpose of retaining their odi- 
ous privileges as an order and a race. The 
policy even of Austrian despotism was liberal 
and enlightened, compared with theirs. Thej 
were tltti tirmest supporters, the pliant inatr 
ments and vassals of that despotism, so long 
it would aid them in riveting the chains upon 
their unhappy subjects. When that aid was 
withdrawn, liiey turned fiercely against the 
power to which they had so long submitted 
■without a murmur, and at the same moment 
found themaelveB surrounded, as with a wall 
of iire, by their revolted and desperate vasaals. 
Slowachs and Wallachians, Servians, Germans, 
and Cioatians, races separated from each other 
by the widest differences of languages, mannci 
and religion, were now united by a commo 
hatred of the Magyars, and fought against thei 
with a long restrained thirst for vengeance, and 
with all the energy of despair." 

"What an extraordinarj- people these Magyars 
must be — according to Mr. Bowen. First, they 
labored for twenty years to effect m 
reform by which all their peculiar privileges 
were given up, and by which theyplaced them- 
selves on a perfect political equality with the 
other races;— and then, seven months after they 
had thus voluntarily relinquished the last of 
their ptLyileges, " they tnmed fiercely against 
Austria because it would not " aid them i 
riveting the chains upon their unhappy sub 
jects " — "their revolted and desperate vassals " 
It is possible, however, that theae inconsisten 
cies may really csist, not in the conduct of the 
Magyars, but in the memory of Mr. Bowi 
of the pecuUac shortness of which, abundant 
evidence was exhibited by Mrs. Putnam 
Christian Examiner. The following is 
the instances which she cites. In the North 
American Eeview for Januarj', 1S51, p. 221, 
speaking of tho proclamation by which Jella- 
chich, Ban of Croatia, was deprived of his oifico. 
which proclamation Mr. Bowen maintained to 
be a forgery, he said—" Towards the close of it 
allusion is made to the fact that the emperor 
had summoned Jellachich to come before him 
and defend bis conduct, which summons, it is 
Jboliahli/ alleged, he had refused to obey. * * * 
Now, it is notorious that he did appear before 
the emperor at Innspruck, in June, as sum- 
moned." Here, Mi. Bowen, to show the falsity 
and absurdity of a document which does not 
please bim, says that it "foolishly alleges" that 
Jellachich had ■' refused to obey " the emperor's 
" that he did 



obey. Now, Mr, Bowen himself, just twelve 
months before, had made the very same state- 
ment which be here condemns as having teen 
"foolishly alleged," and had himself denied 
this "notorious" interview! In the K. A. 
Eeview for January, 1830, p. 124, he said ; 

"The emperor, who, in the middle of May, 
had secretly left hts capital and token refuge at 
Innspruck, temporized at first; but as tho conduct 
of the Czechs at Prague grew more outrageous, 
he became more hostile to the Sclavonian cajise, 
and summoned the Ban to meet him in the 
Tyrol, and to give an account of his conduct. 
Jellachich jsot mily refused, but attended the 
Sclavonian Diet, which he had colled at Agram, 
where he was formally elected Ban by that 
assembly, havii^ hitherto held his office by im- 
perial appointment. The emperor iheit denounced 
ibsl, and ordered him to be deprived of 
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Mr. Bowen'a articles on Hungary abound in 
inconsistencies of this kind, for it is only by such 
inconsistencies that the facts which he encoun- 
ters in the course of his argument could be made 
to bend in accommodation to his theories. Mrs. 
Putnam's exposure of them will well repay 
perusal not only by its extraordinary learning, 
but as one of the best instances in our literature 
of candid, sagacious and triumphant criticism. 

In closing this review of the articles of Mr. 
Owen, I can honestly say that I have not half ex- 
hausted the record of his perversions, plagiarismB 
and falsifications. To expose them all would, in 
fact, require a considerable volume, for Mrs. 
alnam's assertion that " there is hardly a aen- 
nce in his principal article in which an error 
not either expressed or implied," is literally 
ue. 1 do not believe that there can be found 
elsewhere in the English language in the same 
compass, so many blunders, so many falsehoods, 
much literary dishonesty. Yet it was with a 
nsciousness of these crimes against the truth, 
that Mr. Bowen put on an air of righteous indig- 
lation, and charged Mrs. Putnam with false- 
lood, and with having " deliberately forged hia- 
.orieal statements, in order to damage his repu- 
ation and deprive him of ofBce." No wonder 
■uch words were so ready to his lips, when the 
things they signify were so familiar to his mind. 



The greater part of the foregoing remarks o; 
Mr. Bowen's articles appeared in the Bosto: 
Atlas, last winter. My last cc 
handed to the editors of that paper o 
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1861, but did not appear till Fobtaary 3. Oa 
Pebniary 6. the overseers of Harvard University 
were to meet for the purpose, among otlicr 
thinga, of confirming or rejecting Mr. Howen's 
appointment to the Professorsliip of History 
whieh lie had held for some months. Or the 
morning of that day, a letter &om Mr. Bowen to 
the editors of the Atlas, appeared In that paper 
as a reply to my criticisms. It maybe supposed 
to contain all that Mr. Bowcn had to say in de- 
fence of himsetfi and in justice to him, 1 shall 
republish it entire, with the exception of a few 
portions of a merely personal nature, and of a 
long appeal to the newspapers to let him alone 
for the future, so tar as the war in Hungary is 
concerned. 

I have indicated by figures some passages, 
remarks on whieh will be found below. 

To THE EmiOBS 01' THE ATLiS I 

Gentlemen : — As you have devoted twelve or 
fourteen columns of your paper, within the last 
few weeks, to acsere comments upon my conduct 
and writings, I will ask the favor of you to give 
me about one-tenth part as ranch apace for a few 
remarks in reply. 

Little more than a year ago, I published an 
article, in which, while severely censuring the 
conduct and policy of Austria, I advocated to 
the best of my ability the cause of the Hunga- 
rian " subject races," of Slavonian, Waliaohian, 
and German descent — about eight millions in 
number, who had recently broken their chains 
and risen un fiercely against half a million of 
Magyar nobles, who had held them in servitude 
for nearly eight ccntaries, and had recently 
crowned their highly oppressive treatment M 
them by making it penal for them to speak their 
own language. This article gave great offence 
to a few M^yar and Polish nobles resident in 
this country ; and through some penny newspa- 
pers (1) they published such bold denials of the 
truth of history in regard to it, and such scur- 
rilouB attacks upon the character of its author, 
that I was obliged to write a second article, (in 
April, 1850,) in which the testimony adduced 
in support of the allegations contained in the 
former one, was so complete and satisfectory that 
no doubfremained upon the minds of intelligent 
persons, and no furdiet attempt was made for 
seven months to convict me of holdinf^ 
publican sentiments, or the N. A. lieview of 
making historical hlundets. (2) But within the 
last three months, these attempts have been 
renewed with so much acrimony, and carried on 
to eo great an extent, that I have been again 
forced to break silence, though very reluctantly, 
and to produce still more testimony against the 
cause of the Magyar aristocrats, and in iavor of 
thein insurgent, and now triumphant subjects, 
their former aerfe and slaves. This I did in two 
letters to the Boston Daily Advertiser, and in an 
article in the N. A. Heviow for January last. In 
tlie latter, I summoned into court a crowd of wit- 
nesses, English, French, German, and Hunga- 
rian, professing all forma of political doctrine, 



33 

whose united and harmonious testimony can 
leave no doubt upon a mind of ordinary eapa- 
■-ty, however unwelcome the truth may be, or 
how obstinate soever the bias by which its re- 
iption at an earlier day was prevented. The 
article is little more than a string of citations 
)m authoriues which few will be hardy enough 
dispute. By arrnnging and linking together 
ese extracts, I merely told the story of the 
civil war in Hungary over again, only using the 
language of a crowd of reputable and unim- 
peached witnesses, instead of my own ; and it 
may safely be left to the reader to decide which 
form of the statement is more injurious to the 
Magyars. 

Some of these witnesses were Magyars, and 
their testimony was, consequently, of great 
eight. The explicit admissions of an opponent, 
very one knows, form the moat valuable and 
nimpeachnble kind of evidence: Schlesinger 
■as the eliief witness of this class. (3) When 
his testimony was first adduced, in my first 
letter to the Advertiser, I said, speaking of his 
book: "0/ C3tiraet!ie«im-k contains maHji ixtrava- 
gaiit assertiftoi and peroeraiona of fact, dcaignei 
to procure st/nipathy for ike Mafi/ars in other' 
lands i but as the boi^k was designed lor circu- 
lation in Germany and England, it also contains 
many admissions and frank acknowledgments 
which are not calculated to favor that cause in. 
Kepublican America. Want of space obliges 
me to restrict my citations from it ; but enough 
may be gleaned to confirm my general position 
that the war in Austria mas a war of races, first 
waged among the Hungarians themselves, and 
not a revolt of the whole nation against Aus- 

And, to " prevent all caviling," in a note to 
the article in the Review, I added : "To save 
space, we have been obliged to make the ex- 
tracts as brief as possible ; but the omisawins are 
indipUed, and the sxact re/ereatei to the nohaaea 
and pages tcill enable any reader to verify tism 
v>itA little d^Jiculti/.'^i) Yet your correspondent, 
R. C, who has occupied eleven mortal columns 
of your paper with an attempt to answer my 
articles, has actually devoted a lai^e portion of 
this large space, — nearly the whole of his last 
communication, — to veiy superfluous proof that 
these Magyar writers, (5) Schlesinger particu- 
larly, make many other assertions, besides those 
which I had cited— these others being very fo- 
vorable to the Magyar cause. Of course they 
did ; no attentive reader of my artidea could 
doubt the fact ; the few sentences just quoted 
indicate it very clearly. The fact only strength- 
ens my argument. With all their predilection 
for the Magyar cause, which was their own 
cause i with all their rash assertions in favor of 
this cause, their candor and love of justice, as 
R. C. would say, compelled them to make ad- 
missions enoughtojustifynearly everyone of my 
statements. K. C.need not have spent a month, 
as he says he has done, in painful study of my 
artides, nnd of the authorities to which I refer- 
red him, for the purpose of pointing out omis- 
sions, the places of which I had carefully indi- 
cated throughout ; any reader of common in- 
telligence, with the books at hand, might have 
performed R, C.'s month's work in fifteen min- 
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BtoB. The volume and the pnge were given : 
and nsterisks, or Bome other mark, showed just 
■where he was to look for the omitted pasBfigc, 
which passage itaclf proved that it was quite 
irrelevant to the pmnt at issue, vii; : that the 
Magyars themselves admitted nearly all- that I 
had asserted respecting them.. That they also 
said something else, in defending their own 
cause, was a quite irrelevant fact, with which I 
kad nothing to do. That they did say such 
other things was a I'aot which, in general terms, 
I had already communicated to the reader ; and 
I had also told him just where he might find 
them. (S) 

I had also quoted from high official authority, 
accounts of eight brutal jutoiiU murders, com- 
mitted by the Magyar revolutionists, two of the 
victims being priests, and thcthird a woman sev- 
enty years of age. Without venturing to qnea- 
tion one of these statements— nay, seeming to 
admit by implication that these accoants were 
correct, or that they were the best substantiated 
ef the lot, K. C objects that the list from which, 
they are taken also contains accounts of many 
other cases, some of which, he Winis, are of 
doubtful authenticity. Very well; I did not 
quote one of these doubtful cases. I cited only 
those about which there appears to be no doubt ; 
ibr R, C, with all his "learning and ability," 
and a month's study, does not venture to ques- 
tion one of them. Were these unfair eitationa 
on my part? (71 

I am further charged with citing from Mc- 
CuUoch's GaKctteer, a statement which McCuU 
loch makes, not on his own unsupported author- 
ity, but on that of Baron Baldacci j and R. C.'s 
commentary on this important fact would lead 
tJie careless reader to infer that McCuUooh cited 
the passage only tor the purpose of contutin>: 
il. But no such thing ; McCulloch adopts it as 
his own, leaving it to be implied that it was the 
best account of the matter which ho could And. 
As his whole wort was a professed compilation 
from the highest and latest authorities that he 
could obtain, and as in this case he gives not 
only the name, but the esaot words, of his au- 
thority, ono would think thai the passage was 
suited, above all others, for fair citation. (8) 

The charge of pl^iarism that is brought 
OgMust me, by one who admits that five-sixths 
gf my article were not borrowed from any 
MTitor. and that the other sixth, though founded 
ou the statements of fact conttuned in a French 
iteview, was so written that not one sentence of it 
was a literal translation from the original, but 
that the whole was 3 xestatement of the facts in 
my own language, — this charge, I say, may be 
quietly put aside without explanation or de- 
fence. Full credit was given in the Wginning 
of my article to the French writer for the aid 
that he had rendered. [9J 

As your correspondent was seemingly unwil- 
ling to close so long b ' ' 
adducing a particle of 

'■ ■ while I had bi „ 

i, he copies, from an old o( _ _.. 

to the vilest penny newspaper in New York, e 
few sentences of v^ue denunciation of my arti- 
ele, which he says were written by a well 
hnown Polbh Count, now resident in thisQoun- 



try. It is quite likely that he did write them ; 
1 should be much surprised if one of the Polish 
nobility, who boasts that he held for some years 
an important office in the Russian Ministry, and 
stood high in favor with the Emperor Nicholas, 
— favor which he earned by publishine at Paris, 
in 1831, a harsh attack upon the principles and 
conduct of hia own countrj-mcn, who had then 
recentlybeen engaged in their memorable strug- 
gle for freedom,— did not give his sufEr^e very 
heartily in favor of half a million of Magyar 
nobles, who endeavored to put down a rebefiion 
of eight miUiona of their ohti hereditary bonds- 
men. Here in America, such testimony is sure 
to be appreciated at ila true value. (10) 

As an offset to this remarkahto voucher of the 
republicanism of the Magyars, I will 



my that 






unsolicited and unexpected, about t' 
ago. In November- last, a gentleman whom I 
had never seen, though his name was familiar 
to me, came to my house, bringing a note from 
one of tho most distinguished clei^ymen in 
Boston, introducing him as " a learned Hunga- 
rian, who, having read your article in the N. A. 
Beview, expresses his admiration at the extent 
and accuracy of your acquaintance with the 
history of his country, and with the causes of 
the late revolution." Of Sclavonic descent, 
born and educated in Hungary, which he quit- 
ted for the last time only in January, ISaO, and 
having held high academical office, ibr which 
his acquisitions admirably fitted him, while his, 
profession debarred him from taking up arms, 
he seemed qualified above all others in this 
country to form and express a fair and unbiassed 
opinion as to the merits of the respective parties 
to the contest. At the request of several gen- 
tlemen in Boston, he had procured and care- 
fully read my articlo on the War of Eaces, and 
the one in reply to it in the last number of the 
Christian Examiner, in order that he might in- 
form them which gave the more faithful and 
trustworthy account of the whole matter- He 
had expressed to them his opinion, without re- 
serve ; and they will doubtless be willing to say 
what that opinion was, if their testimony should 
be needed. The following ia what he told mo, 
as I reduced it to writing at the time. 

He said, "I thought no one who had not 
been resident at least thirty years in Hungary, 
eould have given as truthful a sketch as yours 
of the nature of the war in that country. /( looj 
' a war of races ;' it was a rahelhon of the long 
down-trodden and oppressed Slavons and Wal- 
lachiaris aj>3inst their insolent and cruel mas- 
ters, the Magyars. Not a Slowack peasant join- 
ed tho Magyar army, except by compulsion, 
'fhrce of my own brothers were in this predica- 
ment; they were told, -enlist, or you must die ;' 
they did enlist, and were all kilied. Many 
other Slowaoks were in this way driven into the 
ranks, but all took the first opportunity tc 
sert to the Austrians. The Austrian Emj 
had always, to the full extent of his power, be- 
friended the poor Slavon and Wallachian peas- 
ants, and protected them against the Magyar 
nobles ; the Austrian government was, there- 
fore, very popular among them. After the rev- 
olutions at Vienna and Pesth, the poor peasants 
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■wotH iji deapftir; they were abandoned to the! 
dominion and wrath of the Magyars, who could 
now tyrannize over them without restiAint. 
ITicy aent one or two deputations to St. Petera- I 
burg, (o implore help lioia the Russian Emper- 
or. When the Austrian column, under Sen. 
Schlich, and eapeclally when ttic Kuasians of 
Paskiewitach'a army, pasacd through niy own 
town, 1 9aw that they were received with the 
utmoat enthiiaiasm. Thecomjnon people turned 
out in great numbere, and many of them actu- 
ally kissed the feet of th.0 oflieers and soldiers, 
as their dcliverera. I waa, rayael^ in 134S, 
apprehended in Pesth for some remarks made 
in a caiTec-bous^^ about the justice of patting 
all four languagea on a par, and not forcing the 
Magyar tongue upon those who hated it; for 
this offence, 1 was imprisoned three months. 
'J he Magyars sent commiaaionei-s into the Stow- 
ack counties, who, with the aid of the troops, 
acted in the moat insolent and barbarooa man- 
ner. Kossuth was ennobled because he had re- 
ceived a university education ; his parents were 
peasants. He became Magyarized, as some of 
the poor Slowaoks did, who loved office and 
emolument better than their race ; for no one 
not Magyarized could cipect any preferment. 
They were nobilea Magyarisati. or Magyarized 
nobles. I tell these these things to my own 
detriment and peril, knowing how much the 
Hympathy of Americans has been excited on 
false pretences for the Magyars; but I am a 
minister, of Chriat, and must tell the truth. 
Here is a copy of the Christian Examiner for 
November, in which you will perceive I have 
underacored Very many paasngea in the Magyar 
article, and put against them a mark signiiying 
falsehood ; while at the end of nearly all the 
extracts made in it from your article I have 



> be of very little importt 
comparison with the positive and complete evi- 
dence from official documents, which 1 havi 
cited in my articlea in the Review. But as thi 
coarsely expressed opinion of a Polish noble- 
man converted into a Kussian Minister of State, 
IS s nhd n y ed in favor of the Magyar 
ariatoc ata I no\i olfer the direct testimony of a 
Hungarian c e gyman in favor of those poor 
S avon an pea. an s whom Count Gurowskitreaii 
w h f y d da Your readers can decidi 
wh h IB be m rustworthy witness of the 

And n. tt ha mg put my authorities in the 
van, I beg permiasion to disappear behind them, 
and ijO hope that the pitiless storm of abuse, 
which has been beating upon me for the lax 
fourteen months, may in future be directed 
against such haters of liberty and advocates of 
despotism as Lamartine, Pulszky, I«rd Brough- 
am, Rey, Schlesinger, and a dozen others, whcse 
eridencc I have cited. T fear the poor Slovaok 
clei^man now brought forward will 
full share of it. (11) 



Cambridge, Feb. i, 1851. 



FaAKcii 



(I) The truthfulness of the imprcsaion which 
Mr. Bowen here seeks to convey, that his attack 
on the Hungarians gave offence only to " a few 
Magyar and Polish nobles resident in this coun- 
try," imd that the criticisms upon it were made 
"through some penny newspapers," may he 
inferred from the fac I that it was criticized edi- 
torially by the Boston \tlaa, the Boston Tran- 
s<Tipt, the New York Tribune, the New York 
Evening Post, the Washington Repuhlic and 
Other equally respectable journals Whether 
or not their articles were written b\ Magyar or 
Polish nobles, I have no means of knowing, 
but presume that such was not the ( ase 

(3) The statement that the testimony in Mr. 
Bowen's second article was "so complete and 
satisfactory that no doubt remained upon the 
minds of intelligent persons," may be true un- 
a peculiar definition of "intelligent per- 
■;" but as Mrs. Putnam expressly states in 
Christian Examiner that it was this very- 
second article which induced her to write her 
reply, and as that reply was written within the 
months to which Mr. Bowen refers, it is 
evident that there was on attempt during that 
period "to convict the North American Review 
of making historical blunders." 

f3) "Some of these witnesses were Magyars 
Schlesinger was the chief witness of this 
class." The writers whom Jlr. Bowen mas 
charged with garbling or perverting, besides 
Schlesinger, are De Langsdorff, Robertson, 
Gibbon, McCuUoch, Corvinus, Paget, 
Pulszky and Mrs. Putnam. Of these Pulszky 
only Hungarian, and even he is not a 
Magyar, Mrs. PutJiam says he is of Slavonic 
descent. Nor is Schlesinger a Magyar. He is 
of German descent and though, born in Hun- 
gary, baa for many years resided in Germany, 
chiefly at Berlin. His book was written ia 
German and published in Germany. The au- 
thor, in fact, was no way identified with the 
Magyars or their cause. Kor were all the 
other authors whom Mr. Bowen garbled favora- 
ble to the Hungarians. Corvinus and De Langs- 
dorifare decidedly hostile to them, yet in quot- 
ing from even these writers, Mr. Bowen (amitted 
all that was favorable to the Magyars, though 
the omission frequently left the quotatJon in 
such a stale that it conveyed a meaning directly 
opposite to that which the writer intended. 

(1) " The omissions are inilieated, and the exact 
references to ihe volu/mee and pages will eiutble any 
reader to verify them with liUle diffieuliy." This 
"little difficulty" may be understood from the 
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feet tkat of the ten. books whose titles are pre- 
fixed to Mr. Lowen's last articlo in the North 
American, sevan are in German, and can be ob- 
tained in this country only by sending a special 
order to Enrope for them. The thrca other 
works ace in English. Of two of these, I could 
find no copies in Boston or Cambridge and those 
which I at length used were imported expressly 
for the purpose of "verifying" Mr. Boweii's 
quotations. As to the third work, the only copy 
I could hear of, belonged to the Library of 
Harvard University and was, whon I enquired 
foi it, in Mr. llowen'a possession. Yet, says 
Mr. Bowcn, any reader can verify my quotations 
with little difficulty 1 

(5) The commnnicalion to which Mr. Bowen 
here refers, treated of his quotations &oni "Cor- 
vinus," the Austrian " Official List," Schles- 
inger, Paget the English traveller, Pulszky, 
McCulloch and De I,angsdorff — and of no oth- 
ers. Of these, Pulszky is the only one whom 
Mr. Bowcn could possibly suppose to be a 
Magyar. 

(6) This is Mr. Bowen's whole reply to the 
charge of garbling his authorities. It will be 
seen that with his castomary artfulness, he en- 
deavors to mate his readers believe that it was 
only Magyar writers whom he was charged 
with perverting — and that he attempts no de- 
fence of his fraudulent quotations from Robert- 
Son, Coxe, Gibbon, Paget, De Langsdoi 
The substance of his apology is that he omitted 
only ■ irreleiant matter— which is 
83 the reader cin satiety himself by referring 
back to the specimens of his mode o 
on pages 2), 26, 27 23, J9, 30, &o., of this 
pamphlet. Mr Bon en might as reasonably 
attempt to prove that the Sciiptnres ftolhorized 
suicide, by quoting the texts, " Jadaa leent and 
hanged himself — go thou and do Uketeke" — and 
then justi^ his citation by pleading that he 
had omitted only " irrelevant " passages, 
he had said of some poem he was eriticisin 
his Review, "This poem excels the Excursion 
and rivals Paradise Lost— in length, 
other quality ;" he would hardly consider the 
poet justified in quoting the North American 
sa authority for the opinion that bia work " ex- 
cels tho Excursion and rivals Paradise Lost " — 
on the ground that ho had omitted only some- 
thing "([uile irrelevant" and that "the ex- 
plicit admissions of an opponent, every one 
knows, form the most valuable and unimpeach- 
able kind of evidence." Yet this is precisely 
the mode in which Mr. Bowen has cited author- 



ities against the Hungarians, and this is the 
sort of apology which ho deliberately offers for 
doing so. 

(7) I will ask the reader to look back to page 
26, and then say it he ever saw a more fiimsy 
or more disingenuous replj than this ^r. 
Bowen, to prove that Kossuth and his associ- 
ates were bloody and merciless tyrants, brings 
forward an Austrian official document contain- 
ing a statement of several hundred cruel acts 
which it was alleged had been committed by 
the Hungarian gOTernment To throw odtum 
on the Hungarians Mr Bowen quotes trom this 
document the cases which appear to him most 
likely to serve his purpose. Commenting on his 
quotations, I said "the worthlessness of the 
thing is transparent," and quoted entire eases 
(some of which stood side by side with those 
quoted by Mr. Bowen) to show that the persons 
put to death were criminals — assassins, spies 
and deserters, who were executed by order of 
the regular military and civil tribunals. Yet 
Mr. Bowen says that I did not venture to ques- 
tion one of the, cases he had quoted, and coolly 
asks, " were these unfair citations on my part f" 
He endeavors to make it app ar a n y ob ec- 
tions were, that some of he asc a e of 
doubtful authenticity," and aftirm, ha he 
only those about wh h h apj a to 
doubt." My object n was ha nme- 
tenths of the cases stated by he A tr an docu- 
ment were on iSeyao; q/'M , e cr als 
who, if executed, were executed justly and legal- 
ly, or of persons put to death by mobs for which 
the Hungariiin government was no more respon- 
sible than the American government was for 
the murder of Joe Smith, the Mormon. Noth- 
ing could be meaner or more unjust than to cull 
out the most plausible passages from such a 
document, and hold them up as " high official 
authority," that Kossuth and his associates 
were tyrants and murderers. 

(8) McCuHocb cited the paasage, as he ex- 
pressly aays, because it was " a declaration of 
the right of tho na.tion on the part of the crovm." 
And he immediately proceeds to state, in his 
own language, facts which do confute the infer- 
ences that Mr. Bowen sought to establish by 
quoting the language of Baron Baldacci. The 
of these facts Mr. Bowen suppressed, 
and substituted in tbeir places scrap taken from 
another section of MeCullooh's article. If the 
im Baron Baldacci " was suited above 
all others for fair citation, because McCulloeh 
gives the name as well as the words of his au- 
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thority," why did not Mc. Bowen give the name 
BB well 88 the words? Why did he omit oven 
the quotation marks, by which McCulloch had 
carefully distiftguishcd the extract, and refer 
entirely to him as authority for the statement ! 

(9) This paragraph is meant for a reply to 
the charges [see ante pp 4 5 6] of plaijiarism 
from the writers in the iieiw dea Deiir Vondea 
Instead of "avjng as it now reads of the 
ELxtv pages of that article at least fitty are 
taken directly Irom. the Kevue ^c — I 
madTertently wrote in the Boston Atlas 

ot the sixty pagei of that article there arc 
not fifty which ore not t^en directly from the 
Eevue," &e. I did not perceire that the strict 
grammatical meaning of this, was the reverse of 
what I intended. But, as elsewhere I had ex- 
plicitly enough stated that the " War of Races " 
was throughout a plagiarism from De Langs- 
dorff and Desproz, it does not seem to me pos- 
sible that Mr. Bowen could have really mistaken 
my meaning, as he pretends to have done. I 
did ttol admit that "five-sixthfl of his article 
were not borrowed from any writer," nor did I 
admit that the other sixth " was so written 
that not one sentence of it was a literal transla- 
tion from the original." On the contrary, I 
quoted several passages in which there were 
dozens of sentences Uterally translated. The 
" full credit " given to MM. De I/angsdorff and 
Desprez consisted in saying — "we depend for 
information cbiefiy on M, Degerando's book, 
and on a series of excellent articles contributed 
by E, de Langsdorff and H, Desprez to the 
Eevue des Deux Mondes." [N. A. Eeview, 
p. 79.] I have shown, in preceding pages, that 
these "excellent articles," were depended on 
ibr something more than " information." 

(10) This is an amusing specimen of Mr. 
Bowen's peculiar mode of reasoning. A Polish 
nobleman who was opposerf to the attempt which 
the Polish nobility made to throw off the yoke 
of Russia, must of course, he/aeorable to a sim- 
ilar attempt on the part of the Magyars i And 
a Russian Minister, high in favor with the em- 
peror Nicholas, must also, of course, be favora- 
ble M the Magyars, whom the Emperor sent on 
army lo auMue! "Herein America such reason- 
ing is sure to be appreciated at its true value." 
Mr. Bowen very well knows that Count Gurow- 
Hki is a republican in sentiment, and that he is 
neither a Magyar, nor a partisan of the Mag- 
yars, though with all his Sclavonic partiahties ho 
is too candid to deny, that, in their war 



Austria, they were fighting for freedom and 
republican institutions. 

(11) In reply to the "testimony" of this 
" Slovack clergyman," whom Mr. Bowen, it 
wUl be observed, takes good care not to tiamt, it 
is only necessary to enlarge a little Mr. Bowen's 
owTi statement, and add a few particulars which 
he saw fit, judiciously enough, to omit. Per- 
haps he forgot them. They are these. Some- 
time previous to November, 1860, this '■ Slovack 
clergyman " arrived in this country from Eng- 
land, and represented himself as on a mission 
to obtain contributions for the assistance of the 
Unitarians of Hungary. He stated that his 
object had been favorably regarded by the Uni- 
tarians of England, anil that he had received 



pecuniary Si 
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eived in. Boston and its 
neighborhood, and obtained, from Unitarian 
gentlemen a considerable snm of money for 
the use of the Unitarian churches in Hungary. 
He called on Mr. Bowen, as we have seen, and 
expressed himself delighted with his articles on 
Hungary. He called on persons who differed 
from Mr, Bowon in opinion, and was equally 
delighted with the soundness of their views. 
Mr. Bowen appears to have intended to use his 
" testimony " in his letters to the Boston Daily 
Advertiser, which were published in the last 
week of November, 1860. In one of those let- 
ters he alludes to this " Slorack clergyman " as 
" my informant," in a way which shows that 
the testimony had been inserted, and then has- 
tily suppressed. Why it was suppressed, may 
be conjectured from the fact, that just before 
Mr. Bowen's communication appeared in the 
Advertiser, letters were received in Boston 
from well-known Unitarians in England, con- 
veying information about the character and 
conduct of this " Slovack clergyman," the re- 
ceipt of which was speedily followed by his 
disappearance from the eyes of those who had 
been accustomed to behold him. With him 
also disappeared the money which had been 
contributed for the benefit of the Unitarians of 
Hungary. The last certain intelligence that I 
have of him is, that not long after his detection 
by the Unitarians, he was confronted and ex- 
posed by one of hia own countrymen, who 
found him, in a neighboring town, endeavoring 
to pass himself off as a UniversaUst, and dis- 
coursing unctuously upon the progress of TJni- 
versalism in Hungnry. I have no doubt that if 
Mr. Bowen had charged the Magyars with can- 
nibalism, this man would have testified that he 
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had BBOQ them dining on the bodies nf Slovacs, 
Croatians, Wallachians, &c. Neither have I 
any doutit that Mr. Boweii speaks thi? truth, 
when he aaya that ho had not intended to print 
hia testimony — for he knew perfectly "'ell its 
■utter worthlessnesa. It is to be regretted that 
he did not adhere to his intention, or at least 
not depart ftom it on the very eve of the meet- 
ing of a body which was to decide whether ho 
should retain or be rejected from a respectable 
and lucrative professorship. Such trsiimnny 
as that of this " Slovaok clergyman," should 
not have been brought forward in so eonfldent 
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say that it is a tissue of falsehood from beyin- 
ning te end. 

Before taking finai leave of Mr. Bowen's arti- 
cles on Hungary, it may be worth while to re- 
mark here, as a KigniScant chai-acteristic of 
them, that whenever he has occasion io siieak 
of a man with a title, a Prince, a Count, a 
Baron, &c., it is invariably with marked respect 
— especially if the person so dialing uislied be a 
partisan of despotism. The putting to death of 
such a man he appears to regard as a ciinie al- 
most too horrible to be thought of, Imt ibr ple- 
beians who suffer a similar fate he exiii'esses 
little sympathy. He never alludes to the deaths 
of Count Lamberg and Count Latour without a 
visible shudder, or without applying the most 
severe epithets to the deed, IJut of the brave 
and honest Hungarian General, Damiiiiiich, he 
says:— [N. A. R., Jan., 1851, p. ■22i\-~'' It is 
some consolation to know that this ruflian was 
one of the insurgent generals hanged at Ariid 
after the surrender of Georgey." 'I'hc great 
leaders of European republicanism, oven tha 
most illustrious in character and ability, arc 
never mentioned without a sneer. Liimurtine 
be speaks of as " our pfior, phrwie-iAakiiiy, •/tmixi- 
nadinff friend Lamartine" — Mazziiii, whojn it 
is charitable to suppose that Mr. Bowen i^ really 
as ignorant of, as he aj^ears to be — is diimisaed 
■with brief contempt as "a veteran coiiS;jiraf,or" 
—to conspire against the des|iot8 of Europe 
being, with Mr. Bowen, an un|iardanah^ crime. 
Qaribaldi. the Italian patiiot hero, he calls "a, 
leader of brigands." Kossuth, Mr. Bowcii treats 
stiU more vilely. He never mentiona the illus- 
trious Hungarian without a feeble sneer, or a 
mean insinuation, He calls him '• a Slovau 
lawyer," '• a dem.igogue and radical of the low- 
est stamp," "afauaiicand ultraisit," "u flaming 
patriot," and a "renegade." ' He even descends 
ao low S3 to rake up a calumny which eppeared 
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the English newspapers during the Hunga- 
in war, (and was immediately and conclu- 
sively rtfuted.) to the effect that Kossuth, in 
ijunction with Georgey, had fiiurdered Count 
Zichy. and, as Mr. Bowen phrases it, had " rob- 
brd the house of their victim after his esecu- 
l carried off from it some diamonds, 
emeralds and other articles of costly jewelry." 
In his anxiety to defame Kossuth, Mr. Bowen 
takes special pains to e.^plain to his readers that 
asation was. that the Magyar leaders 
devoted these valuables to their own uses, and 
put them into the treasury of their 
party."— [N. A. E., Jan.,185i, p. 227]— That is 
say, "the accusation was," tliat Kossuth is 
not only a miirderei; but a thief! 



Jlr. James "VVatson Webb, who is somptimes 
called Colonel, and sometimes, I believe, Gon- 
ei-al Webb, the editor of the New York Courier 
and Enquirer, printed as a supplement to his 
paper of April 13, 1S51, a very long and viru- 
leiit attack upon the Hungarian cause, in which 
he said, " Our aim will be to show that Kossuth 
and his associates are entitled to none of oar 
sympathy and but little of our respect • « • 
and that there is cause for every Republican 
hearttothrob with joy instead of being shrouded 
in grief, that the war in Hungary terminated 
in the overthrow of Kossuth and his associates, 
in their heartless attempt to achieve their own 
iiidepondence of Austria, and at the same time 
of enslaving forever nearly ten milliona of their 
countrymen." 

The following, among other positions, ■were 
laid down as clearly established by Mr. Webb, 
in this article ; 

That Hungary consists of thirteen milUon^ 
iind a half of people, of whom four millions and 
a half are Magyars (600,000 of them jVoifcj,) 
and about nine millions Croats. Wallachians, 
and other Sclavonic Races. 

That for eight centuries and upwards, the 
four and a halt milliona of Magyars, have kept 
iu the moat servile bondage the nine millions 
of the Sdavoiiio races — whence is derived our 
tern: slace, as applied to tho Southern Negro. 

That the slavery of tbie ten millions, was of 
the same absolute character as our Negro Slav- 
ery, only much more serere, because until abol- 
iBhed by Meitebnioh, in 1845, the Magyar No- 
ble had tho power of life and death over the 
white SclatK, who is in intellect the equal of his 
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That the Magyars having forced Austria to 
recognise their almost entire independence of 
Hie Empire, the Sdavonians of Hnngary, actuii- 
ted by the general spirit of Liberty which per- 
vaded Europe in 18*8, and headed by the gal- 
lant Jellachich, Ban of Croatia, demanded 
from the Hungarian Diet, their fkeedom, and 
equality of socio! and political rights; which 
the Ma^yarfl and the Magyar Goyemineut re- 
fused— KoasD-ra being the Minister of Finance, 
and the principal man in the Government. 

That therefore, the Ban of Croatia, and all 
the Selavonic races, rose in revolt against their 
oppressors. 

That thia war was commenced by Hungary 
ag^nst Austria, by Kossuth's marching an 
army to Vienna, without Hungary's oomplain- 

""h~b . 



the slightest acknowledgment, copying word 
for word and letter for letter, nearly the whole 
of Mr. Bowen's translations and extracts, and 
passing them off as the result of his own reading 
and research. 

In proof of this, I will analyze this article of 
Mr. Webb, column by column, and point out, 
in detail, his obligations to Mr. Bowcn. 

The Jilst column is introductory, and bor- 
rowed aubstajitially irom Mr. Bowen, though 
Mr. Webb has taken the trouble to rewrite his 
plunder. He gives one of Mr. Bowen's tables 
of the jiopulation of Hungary — altering it, 
however, to suit himself so far as to convert 
KiliOMO WBllaehiana, 260,000 Magyar Szeklers 
nd 250,000 Jews into Sclavoniajis ! 

The second column cominenoes thus ; 
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That Kossuth and his Government warred 
in defence of .'i/aeeni and Oppression, and against 
personal frepdom, political liberty, and equality 
of personal and political rights; and that aU 
good men and friends of liberty throughout the 
world, should rejoice in his overthrow ; becaus 
it broke the chains of nine millions of whil 
Slaves, held in bondage, and denied oven pe: 
sonal as well as political freedom, by four mi 
lions and a half of proud, haughty and amb 
tious Magyars — a Tartar tribe, who for eight 
hundred years, have held in slavery the de- 
scendants of the Sclavonic races, which thev 
subjugated in the eleventh century. 

These propositions comprise the substance of 
Mr. Webb's charges against the Hun; 
The first of them is sufficient to show that he 
is grossly ignorant on the subject of the 
of Hungary ; for he speaks of the Wallaehiam 
as Sclavonians — which is as absurd a blunder as 
it would be for a writer on America, to call the 
Cherokees an Anglo-Saxon race. I might, 
fact, properly enough dismiss the whole sta 
ment on the ground of its palpably outrageous 
improbability— for what man of sensi 
made to believe that four millions and a half of 
JIagyars could, at the same time, successfully 
resist the armies of the Austrian Emperor, and 
keep in check ten millions of revolted Sclaves 
" in intellect the equal of their masters " * But 
Mr. Webb, like Mr. Bowen, relies on " authori- 
ties" for proof of his proposition, and the 
greater part of the ten huge columns of his arti- 
cle are Slled with quotation^- oiJ of lehich, miih 
aae or (hw e:axptions, are stolen from Mr. Boureii's 
articles in, the Norlh American Rerisw. I say I 



numbers just about one- 
i ; yet in the hands of thia 
entnries have all power 
jven to the life and death 
They have ever been the 
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'* The Magyar rac 
Aii-rf of the populatit 
lE'third, for eight 
id authority rested, 

' the other races. . ... 

nuuteri — the other races the slacc, 

has slavery assumed a more servile attitude 
than in Hungary— never have masters exercised 
such despotic, absolute, and unlimited power, 
as the Magyais have for centuries exercised 
over their dependants." 
ThisisMr. Webb'sst 
are masters — the other r 
slaves of the lowest and most degraded kind, 
Xo more absolute slavery has over existed. Ha 
had just before said, in the preceding paragraph, 
that •' the Croats, Wallachians, and all the other 
Sclavonic races, were as much s!ai-es [to the 
the negroes of Carolina slaves 
isters," "In support of this," 
"quote largely from unques- 
Thcn follows his first quota- 
.V. Jit^'j : Autricke, Uongrie, et 
cited by Corvinm" ~&i\A 
• Mr. Webb should 



Magyars] as are 

thiir white m 

ho proceeds to 

tion credited to 
Turquie ea 1839-i8, i 

have added ; for he has copied it word for word 

from the North American Review for January, 

l,pp. 209-10. The anonymous "Corvinus" 

islated the passage from some obscure French 

XT, Mr. Bowen quoted it at second hand 

from him, and Mr. Webb gravely cites it at 

third hand from Mr. Bowen — without giving 

credit, however. Now let us see in what man- 

M. Rey, as cited by Corvinus, as cited by 

Bowen, supports Mr. Webb's theory that the 

Sclavonians were all slaves, the Magyars all 

isters. The quotation begins thus : 

'■The; 



-. --mposedesclusivclyof nobles; accordinglyout 
stolen, because Mr. Webb lakes them without [ of SSMOO nobles, the Magyars count 464,000, 
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tnhicA leaves only 86.00(1 with a proportionately 
feeble influence to the Sdaoea, the Germasia, and 
tht Wallackiana." 

It appears from this, then, that thene poor 
■Wallachinna, Sdavonians, &c. who, according to 
Mr. Webb " are aa much slaves, as are the ne- 
groes of Carolina slaves to their white maatera" 
— count among their numbera no less than 
86,000 fiobhs! The complsint of Mr. Webb's 
"authority" is, not that the other raccH were, 
slaves to the Magyars, but that of the 550,000 
nobles, too large a proportion belonged to the 
Magyar race, so that the other races had leas 
political influence than their numbers entitled 
them to. The fact that there were 86.000 nobles 
of noji- Magyar race, is sufficient to refute the 
assertion that the Magyars were masters and the 
other races in the condition of negro slaves. I 
may as well remarlc here, that no part of the 
population of Hungary has been in such a con- 
dition for the last sis or eight centuries. Tbeie 
was a class of nobles and a class of peasants — 
but the nobles were of all races, and the pea- 
sants of all races — there being millions of Mag- 
yar peasants, and, as Mr. Rey states S6,000 no- 
bles of Wallachian and Sclavonian race. But 
the peasants were very far from being slaves, 
and before the war with Austria commenced, all 
legal or political differcnoo between them and 
the nobles had been abolished. 

Mr. Webb's Second Column contains . 
other quotations ; the first of which may be 
fonnd on page 208, the second on page 207, the 
third on page 209, the fourth and fifth on page 
210, and the5ii«AandieKe««Aonpage2llofthe 
N. A. Review for Jan., 1851. 

Mr. Webb's Third Column contains three 
quotations. The first, he says, is Ijrom ar 
thority univeraaUy respected — Paget' s Jlunganj 
and Transyloania. He has copied it from the 
N. A. Review, p. 213. It is the sine passage 
Mr. Eowen'e unfair treatment of which, I have 
pointed out above, p. 29. Mr. Webb has copied 
it word for word, and has not even taken the 
trouble to change the references from the si 
English edition used by Mr. Bo wen,, to 
common American edition published a ye. 
two ago at Philadelphia. One of the pass 
omitted in this quotation of " an authority 
versally respected" relates to the fact that the 
Croatian Diet persisted in eseluding Protestants 
fcom the country — a majority of their Magyar 
"masters" and "oppressors" being Protestants. 
Considering that they are " as much slaves 
the negroes of Carolina," it is a little remarkable 
that these Croatians should not only have a 



legislature of their own, but should actuall 
take the liberty of excluding from the country 
the majority of their " masteis," because of a 
difference of religion ! 

The second of the tlitee quotations in Mr. 
Webb's Third Column, is taken from the N. A. 
Review, p. 217. The rtW quotation Mr. Webb 
introduces by saying "we qnote from Count 
Mailath'B Gesehichte pp. 421-22." Count 
Mailath's Gesehichte was published at Hamburg 
in 1850, and has not yet been translated. Pro- 
bably the only portion which has appeared in 
English is this identical passage, which was 
translated by Mr. Bowen and printed in his 
Review. Mr. Webb's translation, singularly 
enough, corresponds to Mr. Kowen's, wdrd for 
word, and letter for letter. He begins, like Mr. 
Bowen, in the middle of a paragraph and makes 
the very same omissions of inconvenient sen- 
tences. If he had not positively aaaurred ua that 
ho '■ quotes from Count Mailath's Gesehichte 
pp. 421, 422" (he is very precise in his refer- 
ences) the inference would be irresistible, that 
he had copied the extract from the N. A. Re- 
view, pp. 220, 221, 222. 

In Mr. Webb's Fourth Column there are three 
quotations. The first and third of these are taken 
from the N. A. Review for Jan. 1851, pp. 222, 
223, 224; the second is taken from the N. A. 
Review, Jan. 1850, p. 116. Mr. Webb does not 
give any authority for it, which is not to bo 
wondered at, for he had too much prudence to 
refer to Mr. Bowen as an " authority," and as 
Mr. Bowen had translated the extract without 
acknowledgment from the Reeae dea Deux Mim- 
des, it was of course somewhat difficult for Mr. 
Webb to give due credit for it ! In introducing 
the quotations in this column, Mr. "Webb uncer- 
emoniously appropriates several of Mr. Bow- 
en's notes and observations. 

Mr. Webb's rifth Column contains only two 
quotations. One of these is avowedly taken 
from the N. A. Review for Jan. 1850. p. 125 — 
where it appears as original with Mr. Bowen ; 
the other purports to be from an Austrian offi- 
cial pamphlet, of which I know nothing. It is 
an absurd and scandalous attempt to implicate 
Kossuth in the murder of Count Latour, who 
was put to death by the mob of Vienna in the 
sudden insurrection of October 6th, 1848, Kos- 
suth at the time being in Hungary several hun- 
dred miles distant ! As I have never seen the 
original, I cannot decide how much Mr. Webb has 
falsi6cdthisdocument,butone instance of perver- 
lion is so glaring as to be detected at &tst glance. 
An extract is given from a letter to Kossuth by 
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. Canny, a well-known Hungarian, who writes ov 
the 7th of October, that he has sent three couri- 
ers from Vienna to Pcsth " ivith very agreeable 
news." This •' very agreeable news" was, of 
course, the triumphant Democratic insurrection 
of the day before, and the flight of the Emperor 
to Innspruck. Mr. Wehb, however, attempts 
to deceive his leadoia by informing them, in a 
pBienthesia, that this very agreeable news was 
the murder of Latourt This he repeats at 
every opportunity, whenever the news from 
Vienna is mentioned. 

Mr. "Webb's Sixth Column contains only o»e 
quotation — along one from Urownson's Quar- 
terly Beview ! The value of this, as an antho- 
rity on the afcira of Hungary, £t ia not necessary 
ta rliscuss. 

Mr. Webb's Seventh Column contains ono 
extract which is from a letter of Archbishop 
Eaiachich, describing the cruelties practised in 
the South-eastern part of Ilungary in the begin- 
ning of the war. It is copied from the N. A. 
Review for Jan. 1851, p. 224. It ia dated Car- 
lowita, Auguft 1, 18i8. Mr. "Webb introduces 
it by saying that " Kossuth despatched General 
nsulvania to strike 
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what Bern did there, and how ho Ci 



ducted the war amid that E^implc and almost 
unarmed people, the foUomitig document leill 
s7ioiD. Comment is unnecessary." 

" Comment is unnecessary," indeed, except 
to remark that the Archbishop's I«ttec related 
not tc Transylvania but to the Bannat, and that 
on the 1st of 'August, 18+8, Bern had not yet 
made his appearance in the Hungarian war. 
On the 14th of October of that year, he, for the 
first time, appeared at Vienna, then in revolt 
against the Emperor, On his flight from that 
city, a fortnight later, he became acquainted 
with Kossuth, whom, he mot on the steamboat 
which was conveying them down tha Danube. 
It was not till the 2Gth of November that Bern 
set out from Peath to conquer Transylvania, and 
hia military operations in that country did not 
fairly commence till the 20th of December. It 
is nianifpsl, therefore, Mr. Webb to the conl 
notwithstanding, that a document (!ated August 
1, 1848, could not throw much light on B 
proceedings four or five months afterwards. 
This is one of fifty instances, in which Mr. 
Webb betrays a ludicrous ignorance of the mat- 
ter he so glibly writes about. 

Mr. Webb's Eighth Column contains three 
extracts. The Ji-st is from a Hungarian Mani- 
festo and is copied from the Korth American, 
Jan. 1850, p. 81. The second and third (ongi- 



nally from the fli^Bui! des Deux Mondes) arc copieA 
from N. A Review, Jan. 1851. p. 23a. 

In Mr. Webb's Ninth Column there are three 

quotations, all of which are borrowed from the 

. A. Review, pp. 212, 214, 231. 

Finally in tha Tenth and last Column there 

e eight quotations, all of which may bo seen 

verbatim in the N. A. Review for Jan. 1861, pp. 

205. 200,219, 230,234. 

It appears, therefore, that of Jlr. Webb's thirly- 
HID quotations from "authorities," thirtsf are 
copied from the North American Review, with- 
)ut acknowledgment, and paraded before the 
readers of the New York Courier and Enquirer 
IS the result of the laborioua researches of the 
learned editor of that journal ! Mr. Webb, in 
fact, has plundered Mr. Bowcn as unscrupu- 
lously as Mr. Bowcn plundered the writers in 
the Revue des Deux Moiides. He does not appear 
have seen one of the books from which he 
pretends to quote, and I am quite confident that 
studies in Hungarian hiatorjhave been con- 
fined almost entirely to the veracious pages of 
the North American Keview. 

In addition to his pilfered quotations from the 
North American Review, Mr. Webb endeavors 
gthcn his position on tlie subject of 
Hungary by relating his personal experience in 
intcy. In 1850, 1 think it was, he was 
appointed to represent this country at the court 
of Vienna,Jjiit the Senate of the United States 
an almost unanimous vote refused to confirm 
unlit a nomination, and Mr. Webb was speed- 
ily recalled from Austria. During his stay in 
I'ienna, he eays ho made this whole subject his 
(tudy, and afterwards pursued his investigations 
.n Hungary itself. He thus details his expe- 

When we had exhausted our research in 
I'ienna. (!) and by conversations with the Mag- 
yar Qobles' learned precisely the feelings and 
objects and purposes of the late war in Hun- 
gary, we obtained permission from the Austrian 
Government, (at that period such a course was 
ecessary.) and visited Hungary itself, to judge 
>r ourselves of all wc had heard. We pene- 
■ated as for as Buda and Pesth, (!) where we 
had every facility of pursuing our investiga- 
tions unmolested; and we stopped at Komont, 
and lingered at Preaburgh, actuated alike by the 
recollections of the past and the sad desolation 
of the present. In our own happy country, 
thank God, we know nothing nf the desolation 
of war; but above all and over all— of a mar 
of races, as was most emphatically the war in 
Hungary \ and to describe what we saw in this 
regard, would be only to make man hate his 
fellow man. Oneinoidenttoldus the whole story 
as regards the hatred of the now freed Sclave 
to his late master. 
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In oiosang the suspension bridge, which oon- 
necta Bid h Offen, with Peslh— 

■which by h wty la fi est structure of the 
kind we m w h hraan, once a Slat^e, 

now a fre bela p n ed xultingly to a man 
paying toU W q d of our courier what 
it meant d h p ed that the person 
pointed to as n Magyar noble, whoae 
right it was rm y to pass, toll &ee, but who 
now was considered no better than the lute 
ilave, and was required to pay toll like hiro. 
The exultation of the Sclave at this Bpectiiele, 
bia spirited crack of the whip, and almost huna 
for freedom, told aa ]>lainl)' as words could have 
done, that the Magyar rule d 1 

that tyranny and oppression with b. 
■nd his Magyar nobility. 

Great deference is due to th ta m ts d 
opinions of the inquisilive d 
traveller who has explored ti d d 

sjleaksofwhatbe has seen. A d h m 

thing peouUarly romantic and imposing in Mr.. 
Webb's solemn assertion that he "stopped at 
Koraocn and lingered at Presburgh," and that 
he even " penetrated as far as Buda and Pesth." 
But with all my admiration for the intrepidity 
of his explorations, I cannot cefriun from stating 
that steamboats ply regularly between Vienna 

dBdl h dh Id' e between 
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am , an stopping 
at West Point and " lingering " at Poughkeep- 
Bie, " penetrate as far as " —Albany! 

The gross and almost incredible ignorance 
of Hungary which Mr. Webb displays through- 
out his article, is strikingly manifested in thi« 
account of his travels. He calls Buda "the 
ancient Offen." In reality Buda has been the 
name of the eity from time immemorial. Offen 
is merely its German name. But the most pal- 
pable exposure of ignorance, if not of fidsehood, 
is in the anecdote of the coachman, " once a 
Slate now a free Sclave." The law which de- 
creed that all passengers, whether nobles or not, 
should pay toll on this suspension bridge, was 
passed in 1S36. It was passed by a Diet com- 
posed exclusively of nobles who thus voluntarily 
relinquished their privilege of passing a bridge 
toll-free. The privilege, too, had no connectior. 
with race. Sclavonic nobles as well as Mag. 
yat nobles passed free, while Magyar peasania 



paid toll as well as Sclavonic peasants. And 
yet, in 1850. fomteert years after the passage of 
this law, Mr. Webb pretends that his coachman, 
" the late slaee," was still so unused to the spec- 
tacle of a Magyar noble paying toll that his 
esultation was strong enough to tell " as plainly 
HS words could have done, that the Magyar 
rule was at an end, and that tyranny and oppres- 
sion fell with Kossuth and his Magyar nobility." 
I have not the least doubt that the story is a 
mere labcication. The coachmen at Buda- Pesth, 
whether Sclavcs or not, have for centuries been 
as free as coachmen in New York. Every well- 
dressed man, of whatever race, was allowed to 
pass without paying toll on the old bridge, and 
on the new bridge, the coachman must have 
seen, every time he crossed it, dozens of men 
paying toll, who, fourteen years before would 
have been exempt. Mr. Webb's attempt to 
demonstrate by this invention that Kossuth and 
bis party (by whose exertions the special privi- 
leges of the nobles were abolished) were tyrants 
and oppressors, is perfectly in keeping with the 
stupid ignorance and malignant falsehood which 
characterize his whole article. 

Contemptible as this article is, it has, I am 
ashamed to say, acquired a certain degree of 
importance, and a good deal of notoriety, from 
having been read, in, whole or in part, to the 
Senate of the United States as an argument 
agiunst the Resolution of NVelcome to Kossuth. 
But for this circumstance it would have been 
unnecessary to notice it as a part of the Hunga- 
rian Controversy. Neither in itself, nor from 
the character of its author, is it entitled to the 
least consideration. 



In the foregoing pages I have confined myself 
chiefly to an exposure of the mode in which 
Messrs. Bowen and Webb have sought to estab- 
lish the truth of their charges against the Hun- 
garians, without attempting directly to disprove 
the charges themselves. I think the reader 
wOl admit, that whether those charges be true 
or false, I have shown conclusively, that the 
methods resorted to in order to sustain them, 
are outrageously unjust and dishonest. I will 
now consider the chaises themselves. The 
groundwork or basis of them all, is the political 
and social state of Hungary in the latter part 
of 1848, when the war with Austria began. It 
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ia alleged by Messrs. Bowen and Webb that, at 
that period, the Magyar nobility were absolute 
maBters of the countr?, all the political power 
of which waa in their handa, and that they 
domineered over and oppressed the Croatians, 
Solavonians, Wallachians, Germans and other 
racea. These other racen, according to Mr. 
Bowen, were the "subjects" and "vaasals" 
of Ihe Magyar nobility. " The preseal position 
of the Magyars in Hungary," he says, '■ is very 
much what that of the Normans in England 
was far the first cenliiry or (too after the Con- 
jaesi."— [N. A. Review, Jan., 1850, p. 31.]— 
Again, p. 122, he says of the Magyars, " tktir 
cause waa bad ; they sought to defend their ancient 
feudal institutions, and their nnjust and excessive 
privileges as aa order and a race, against the incur- 
4ion of the liberal ideas and the refn-matory spirit 
of the nineteenth century." Mr. Webb, as we 
have seen above, (pp. 38-9) asserts that the 
other races in Hungary were absolul 
the Magyars — that their condition 
more degraded than that of the negro slaves 
of South Carolina. And both of these 
maintain that the Hungarian war waa nothing 
more nor less than an attempt on the partof thi 
Magyars, with Kossuth at their head, to keep 
their subject races down, whil 
striving to raise them up. 

Let us now sec how for these 
sustained by competent witnesses. 

The beat English book of travels in Hungary 
is " Hungary and Transylvania, by John Paget. 
Mr. Paget visited Hungary in 1835, thirtei 
years before the war with Austria. Mr. Bowen 
saj^ his work is " excellent and impartial." 
Mr. Webb says he is " an authority universally 
respected." Hero are some extracts from hi: 
chapter on " Country Life and Peasantry,' 
chap. U, volume 1. 

"It was not till HOo that the Hungariai. 
peasant seems to have had a recognized civil 
existence. In that year it waa first declared 
that the peasant should have the power to leav( 
the place where he was bom, in ease he ooult 
obtain his lord's consent ; wbich consent, how. 
ever, it waa provided, should not be arbitrarily 
refused It must not be imagined that, be< 
this was tho first legal notice of the peas 
existence, he had formerly been treated 
mere slave Slarery had been, in fact, aholiihed 
art the iMroductumof Christianity." [fi\ D. 1000] 
*•■*••' The spirit in wJueh the new 
Urbanum [a law enacted by the nobles iu 1835] 
is conceived, may be imagined from the 
prmciple, that where it ipos safe and pri^ . 
rights of the peasant should be increased, and his 
burdens diminished; but in no instance should hit 
privileges, hoipecer attained, be ntrtailed. 



COKTROVEHSr. 43 

the passing of this law, it can scarcely be 
said any longer that the peasant alone pays 
'isea ; for it is especially provided, that should 
noble purchase a peasant's fief he is not only 
liable to aU the labor and payment of the land' 
lord, but also to all the tases of government, 
county rates, &c. • • • " I have entered 
thus at length into the laws affecting the Hun- 
garian peasantry, especially those which regu- 
late their intercourse with their lords ; because 
I have been anxious to show that they are not, 
angers commonly suppose, serfs, nor their 
lords tyrants, with unlimited power oyer thoir 
lives and fortunes." 



These are Mr. Pagcfs 

mdition of the Hungarian peasants in 183S. 
Here is what lie says of the party to which 
Kossuth belonged — the party opposed to Aus- 

The fayorit* objects of their desires were, 
after strengthening iJie nationality of Hungary, 
freedom of commerce and an improved commer- 
odc; the navigation of the Danube, and 
the improvement of internid communication ; 
increased freedom and education of, the peasantry ; 
the repeal of the laws preventing the free purchase 
and sale of landed property, pej-fed equality of all 
religioHs, and the freedom of the press. For the 
yreaterparlof these ol^eets they are siill struggling-'^ 
[Vol. i., p. 102.] 



Another high authority, a n 
itelligent writer, McCulloch, says in a passage 
which I have quoted before, (p. 30) and which 
written in 1840— 'Mi present, except the 
right of election, nhich is vested in the 267,300 
nobles, there is no political privilege which the bneeat 
Hungarian does not enj>y, in common idth the in- 
h(^itantsof the other constitutional stcaesofEttrope." 
Yet, says Mr. Bowen, the great mass of the 
Hungarian people in 1848, were ser6 anil vas- 
a the nobles, while accordingtoMr. Webb, 
they were mere absolute slaves than the negroes 
of Uouth Carolina '. 

In the Monthly Chronicle for August, 1841, 
a Dii^aKine which was edited, I beUeve, by 
Hon. Nathan Hale of the Boston Daily Adver- 
tiser, there is published a letter from an Ameri- 
can gentleman travelling in Hungary, to hia 
friend in Boston, which letter I have reason to 
suppose, waa written by Mr. George Sumner, 
brother to Hon. Charles Sumner, of the United 
States Senate. He says, under date of May 1, 
1841: 

"I must tell you something of Hui^ary; of 
which you know nothing, (that I will venture 
to say at this great distance) and which is after 
Russia, the most interesting, and the most mia- 
represented country which I have visited. One 
•an form no idea abroad of the movement which, 
is going on among this people ; it is really 
m^hly. Their own journals are all in Hunga- 
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by a just combinal^on of reasoning and feeling. 
Whilst some orators wonld enforce conviction 
by tbe strict logical consequence of their argu- 
inent, and others seek to transport their listen- 
erg by an overpowering appeal to their feelings, 
Kossuth's eloquence consists in an alternation 
of effect, a magniliecnt blending of the two sys- 
tems. In this hdrmony lies the power of his 
oratory, and the certainty of his success. 

Whatever blame may be imputed to this re- 
markable man, no one has hitherto dared to 
attribute his actions to paltry or egotistical 
motives. He has invariably proved a true 
friend, and no mean spirit of revenge ever 
found access to his breast, or sprung up to check 
the free growth of his great virtues. Many of 
his early friends have at a later period separated 
from him, either from a feeling of mere envy, 
from political CO t n far f following out 
■Uie consequence f h pi m t ves of safety, 
or the like. But b h est, up ght character 
was such, that h m t d h t nemies have 
never dared to a. It it by secret and 

side attacks. 

Let ajiy man t 1 t th p ent day from 



id of Hungary to the other, and he will 
ice himself, perhaps to his surprise, that 
there is but one voice, one feeling respecting 
Kossuth, in the towns, on the landed estates of 
the nobility, and among the country people, — 
all revering him as the greatest, the most true- 
hearted patriot. An ignominious death has 
raised noteless persons to the rank of martyrs, 
and immortalized their names, — Kossuth will 
be worshipped as the martyr of his nation, with- 
out cross or gallows. Ho may pass his life in 
exile — be il even in outward comfort — whilst his 
countrymen at home are beggared, starved, im- 
prisoned, shot and hanged ; yet no Magyar will, 
in cool momenta of reflection, charge Kossuth 
as the originator of the unspeakable misery that 
has befallen his countrj' ; so deeply is he assured 
of the real causes of the blow under which 
Hungary has succumbed, so convinced is he of 
the greatness of Kossuth's character, and of the 
grief he suffers in exile lor his beloved country. 
" Qod ill hia mercy be with him ! " — these are 
the words on the lips of every peasant in Hun- 
gary, since the disastrous termination of the 
struggle. 
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